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Che Soltcitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, APRIL 26, 1873. 
—— 


We rerort elsewhere the important meeting of 
the committee of which Mr. Finch is chairman, held 
yesterday afternoon at the Law Institution, to re- 
ceive the report of the Executive Sub-Committee, and 
to take into consideration the proposed Bye-Laws 
of the Incorporated Law Society. We may note 
here, however, with special satisfaction, the lively 
interest in the welfare of the Society, evinced by the fact 
of so many of probably the busiest men in the country 
coming together dwing working hours to discuss its 
concerns. 





AN INTERESTING Pornt, relating to the equitable juris- 
diction of the yeew's A Courts, was decided by Vice- 
Chancellor Malins on Wednesday last. The words of the 
Act conferring this jurisdiction (28 & 29 Vict. c. 99,'s. 
1) provide that the County Courts shall have and 
exercise all the power and authority of the High Court 
of Chancery “in all suits by creditors, legatees (whether 
specific, pecuniary or residuary), devisees (whether in 
trust or otherwise), heirs-at-law or next of kin,” in 
cases where the estate to be administered shall not ex- 
ceed £500. In the case to which we refer, Turner v. 
Rennoldson, the mortgagee of the share of one of the 
next of kin of an intestate filed a plaint in the County 
Court of Northumberland for the administration of the 
intestate’s estate. The County Court judge was of 
opinion that, as the plaintiff did not come within the 
words of the Act, he had no jurisdiction to entertain the 
plaint. It was contended that the judge ought to 
be guided by the analogy afforded by the conduct 
of the Court of Chancery, which had extended 
the right of taking out an administration summons 
to persons claiming under creditors, legatees, or 
next of kin, although the words of the statute creating 
this proceeding (15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 45), speak only of 
creditors. legatees, or next of kin themselves. The 
County Court judge is said to have pointed out, that this 
extension had only been made in the case of persons 
claiming under the creditors, &c., by act of law; and we 
may add, that, so far as the reported authorities go, such 
persons were assignees in bankruptcy or executors or 
administrators of creditors, &c., and so might be said to 
be in effect the persons specified in the Act. At all 
events there is a very tangible distinction between the 
case of a person by law appointed to get in all the estate 
and effects of another, and whose title todo so needs 
only the production of documents which the Court is 
bound to acknowledge, and the case of a person having 
aclaim in respect of the share of another, which claim 
may possibly be disputed by that other person; and it 
may be that the Legislature advisedly intended that in 
this latter class of cases it should .still be necessary to 
substantiate the right to call for administration in a 
formal suit by bill. So far, therefore, as the analogy 
went, we think the judge may have had good reasons for 
refusing to be guided by it. 

On appeal to the Vice-Chancellor the judge’s decision 





was reversed on the short ground that “the words of ‘the 
Act were intended to designate, not the person of the 
suitor, but the interest or capacity in respect of which he 
was to sue”; and his Honour was clearly of opinion that 
the assignees for value of the persons mentioned in the 
statute were in the same position as those persons them- 
selves. The practical result of this decision commends 
itself to common sense; but we cannot but think that 
the words of the statute are very unhappily chosen ‘for 
attaining this result. 





A cURIOUS ILLUsTRATION of the inconvenience arising 
from the tenacity with which we adhere to ancient rules, 
long after the reason for them has ceased, was afforded 
by a case tried before Brett, J., at Westminster, on Tues- 
day last. The question was raised as tc whether there 
had been a demand of rent made in the form prescribed 
by the Common Law in order to take advantage of a 
condition of re-entry. Owing to the rule that the de- 
mand must be made by the landlord or his agent on the 
last day of payment, and on no other day, the demand 
in the case in question had to be made on Sunday, and 
the point in dispute was whether it was made on that 
day before sunset. The agent who was authorized to 
demand the rent stated that he had ‘to do so at eight 
houses, and swore that he visited the first at 4.46 p.m., 
and the last at 4.51 p.m. A witness from the Nautical 
Almanack office was called to prove that on the day in 
question, and at the place in question, the sun set at 
4.53 p.m., leaving a clear margin of two minutes for 
making the demand at the last house. Then arose the 
question as to whether, in the eye of the law, the sunset 
was to be reckoned by Greenwich time. If so, three 
clear minutes would be at the disposal of the agent for 
making his last demand; since, according to Greenwich 
mean time, the sun set on the day in question at 4.54 p.m. 
The point might have been of some little importance, 
since it is clearly laid down that the person making the 
demand must be upon the land in time enough before 
sunset to allow of the counting of the money paid by the 
tenant (Co. Lit. 202a., see Tinckler v. Prentice, 4 Taunt, 
554). Would two minutes be held, in the estimation of 
the law, time enough for this purpose ? Unfortunately 
the case was compromised, so there is no chance of hay- 
ing this curious question fully discussed. 

There are other points in which, considering that a 
similar doctrine applies to distress for rent, it would have 
been interesting to have had a judicial opinion. Thus, 
it appears that although the almanack is part of the law 
of England, of which the Court must take judicial 
notice (The Queen v. Dyer, 6 Mod. 41), “the almanack 
to go by is that which is annexed to the Common Prayer- 
book” (per Holt, C. J., in Brough v. Perkins, 6 Mod. 81), 
and this, it appears, gives no information as to the rising 
and setting of the sun. Hence, in Nixon v. Freeman (5 
H. & N. 654), Pollock. C.B., laid it down that an 
almanack is not evidence of the time of sunrise or sun- 
set. In a previous case Wilde, C.J., had held that the 
Court would take “judicial notice of the days in the 
calendar, but. not of the hours” (Collier v. Nokes, 2 C. & 
K. 1013). Again, there isa painful uncertainty as to 
the precise time which, as matter of law, is to be con- 
sidered as that of sunrise or sunset. (See per Pollock, 
C.B.. in 5H. & N. 654). Does sunrise, for instance, 
commence when the first beams of the sun emerge 
from the horizon, or when the middle of the sun 
is on the horizon, or when the entire sun has emerged 
from the horizon? It may very properly be re- 
marked with reference to distress for rent, as Martin, 
B., has said, that persons distraining ought not to go so 
near the limits of sunrise or sunset “as to raise any doubt 
on the subject,” but, unfortunately, a formal demand 
of rent cannot, like a distress, be made at any time 
between sunrise and sunset on the proper day. It must 
be made “a convenient time before sunset,” and it has 
been held that a demand made at 10.30 on the morning 
of the properday (Acocks vy, Phillips, 5 H. & N. — or at 
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about one o’clock on that day, is not a good ‘demand’ 


(Doe v. Paul, 3 C.& P. 613). The rule laid down in 
Co. Litt. (202a) is that “ the last time of demand of the 
rent” (when the demand ought to be made) “is such a 
convenient time before the sun setting of the last day of 
payment, as the money may be numbered and re- 
ceived.’ The landlord must, moreover, continue his 
demand until sunset, since the tenant has till then to 
make payment, and the demand, to work a forfeiture, 
should be made at the time the tenant is bound to pay 
(per Lord Tenterden, 3 C. & P. 614). Thus the landlord, 
in making his demand, is encouraged to approach as near 
as possible to the time of sunset, but he must not over- 
step that period by a single instant. The rule, of course, 
had its origin in the primitive times when people had not 
yet learnt to turn night into day. It has been retained 
as a restriction on the exercise of somewhat arbitrary 
and oppressive rights of landlords, but it is more than 
questionable whether the litigation it occasions does not 
counterbalance any benefits at present derivable from its 
operation in this way. 


Tue Court or QureEn’s Bencu, by its decision,on Tues- 
day last, in the case of Watson and Others v. Beawmond 
and Another, has read a somewhat hard lesson to auc- 
tioneers. The facts are these:—A testator bequeathed 
his household furniture to trustees in trust to permit 
his widow to use it during her life, or widowhood. After 
his death the widow continued in possession of the: fur- 
niture for several years; but wishing to change her 
residence she instructed a firm of auctioneers to sell for 
her the furniture in question. They did so in the 
ordinary course of their trade, fully believing that the 
widow was the absolute owner, and they paid to her the 
proceedsof sale. Shortly afterwards they found themselves 
defendants in an action, brought by the trustees under 
the will, for the conversion of the goods. At the trial at 
the last Liverpool Assizes the learned judge thought that 
there was no defence to the action, after the decision of 
the Queen’s Bench and the Court of Exchequer Chamber 
in the case of Fowler v. Hollins (19 W. R. 180, 20 W. R. 
868, L. R. 7 Q. B. 616), and directed a verdict for the 
plaintiff. To set this aside and to enter a nonsuit, appli- 
cation was made to the Court, but the Court (consisting 
of Blackburn, Mellor, and Lush, JJ.) were unanimously 
of opinion that the learned judge at the trial was right, 
and refused to grant arule. Their judgment was based 
upon the decision in the case last quoted, which, it may 
be remembered, was an action brought by the real owners 
of certain bales of cotton against cotton brokers, who, 
without notice of any fraud, had bought the bales from 
a dealer who had fraudulently obtained them from the 
plaintiff's brokers. The Court of Queen’s Bench (Mellor, 
Lush, and Hannen, JJ.) were of opinion that in the cir- 
cumstances an action of trover would lie against the 
defendant as brokers; but in the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber the six judges were equally divided in opinion. 
The case, we understand, has been taken to the House of 
Lords; but the decision being at present unreversed, the 
Court in Watson v. Beawmond adhered to their previous 
decision. Blackburn, J., said that however much the 
judges in Fowler v. Hollins may have differed as to the 
position and liability of a broker, they would have had 
no doubt as to the liability of the auctioneers here. “No 
doubt,” he continued, “certain classes of persons are 
exempt from liability in such cases; as, for instance, 
carriers. It would be hard indeed if a railway company 
were to be liable for goods sent by their train. It was 
otherwise in the case of an auctioneer, and, hard as it 
might be upon him, it would be harder if the owner of 
goods could not recover the value from those who.sold 
them.” 





On Monpay wast, in a case of Re Tonnies, the Chief 
Judge in Bankruptcy was called upon (we believe for 
the first time) to construe the latter clause of section 91 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. That clause provides 
that “any covenant or contract made by a trader, in 





consideration of marriage, forthe future settlement upon 
or for his wife or children of any money or property 
wherein he had not, at the date of his marriage, any es- 
tate or interest, whether vested or contingent, in posses- 
sion or remainder, and not being money or property of 
or in right of his wife, shall, upon his becoming bank- 
rupt before such money or property has been actually 
transferred or paid, pursuant to such contract or cove- 
nant, be void against his trustee appointed under this 
Act.” Mr. Tonnies, by a settlement in contemplation 
of marriage executed on the 2nd March, 1872, cove- 
nanted with the trustees that if the marriage should 
take place he would pay to them the sum of £5,000, on 
or before the 30th March, 1872, and the further sum of 
£7,000 on or before the 30th December, 1872, to be 
held by them on the trusts of the settlement. The 
marriage took place on the 7th March, 1872. On the 
6th March, 1872, Tonnies paid to the trustees £5,500, 
and on the 13th March he paid them a further sum of 
£500. In June, 1872, he suspended payment, and on 
the 5th July his creditors resolved on a liquidation by 
arrangement. The question was whether the settlement 
was void as to the unpaid £6,000 against the trustee 
under the liquidation, or whether the trustees of the 
settlement had a right to prove for that sum against the 
estate of Ténnies. His books showed that at the time 
of his marriage he had a surplus of assets over liabilities 
of about £16,000, besides £5,500 already paid to the 
trustees under his covenant. This surplus to a great 
extent consisted of debts due to him which were then 
supposed to be good, but a large proportion of which 
turned out to be bad. Under these circumstances 
it was contended on behalf of the trustees of the 
settlement, that it could not be said that the 
settlor had no estate or interest in the money 
covenanted to be settled at the date of his marriage; on 
the other hand it was argued that as it was not a settle- 
ment of any specific money, the section rendered it void 
as to the part remaining unpaid at the commencement of 
the liquidation. The Chief Judge decided that the 
settlement was valid, and that the trustees were entitled 
to prove for the unpaid £6,000. He thought that the 
covenant being a merely personal one, and there being 
nothing to show one way or the other that the settlor 
had or had not any interest or estate in the money at the 
date of his marriage, the provisions of section 91 had 
no application. This construction appears to narrow 
considerably the effect of that section. It is, we believe, 
probable that there will be an appeal from the decision. 





THERE IS TO BE MORE DELAY about the new Law 
Courts. From a conversation which took place in the 
House of Commons on Monday evening, it seems that the 
lowest tender received is above the statutory limit; so 
the architect has been set to work to cut down his plans 
until they can be executed for the sum originally named. 
Truly Mr. Ayrton’s ways are incomprehensible. He 
thinks nothing of losing some £30,000 a year in in- 
terest on the capital expended in clearing the small Sahara 
which sanguine people hope some day to see covered by 
the long-promised Palace of Justice ; but he is inexorable 
in keeping the expenditure on the building to the sum 
specified some years ago, when the cost of building was 
very much less than at present. Alderman Lawrence 
estimated the rise in the price of materials and labour, 
since the statutory limit was fixed, at thirty percent. Mr. 
Ayrton’s idea apparently is that the chief object of the 
nation is to obtain a building which shall not cost more 
than say £750,000: other people, however, are under the 
impression that, having resolved to provide thoroughly 
convenient and wholesome courts, the nation will grudge 
no reasonable outlay which may be necessary for that 
purpose. It is impossible to say to what lengths this 
pruning process may be carried if the delay which has 
hitherto characterized the proceedings in the matter is 
continued. Suppose prices rise again before the 


architect has completed his pruning, and before Mr. 
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Ayrton has had the opportunity of devoting to the sub- 
ject that mature reflection which has hitherto preceded 
action; it is obvious that cutting down will be again 
needed. Let us hope that for the credit of the architect 
and the information of posterity there may be deposited 
somewhere plans of what the New Law Courts might 
have been if only prices had remained the same, or a 
Government with a surplus of nearly six millions could 
have seen its way to increase the outlay in proportion to 
the rise in prices. 





A etzer in another column calls attention very 
forcibly to the extreme practical inconvenience occasioned 
to the profession by the conflict of opinion, on which we 
recently remarked (ante p. 396), between the Court of 
Common Pleas and the Privy Council as to the interpre- 
tation to be placed on the County Courts Admiralty 
Jurisdiction Amendment Act, 1869. The consequence 
is, as our correspondent well points out, that no practi- 
tioner can at present tell what course to adopt with 
reference to claims under £300 for demurrage, &c. If he 
follows the doctrine laid down in the Curgo ex Argos (21 
W. R. 420), and sues in the County Court, he incurs the 
chance of a prohibition issuing to restrain the County 
Court from proceeding in the suit. On the other hand, 
if he adheres to Simpson v. Blues (20 W. R. 680, L. R. 7 
C. P. 290), and resorts to the Superior Courts, he does so 
at some risk of costs. Surely the matter is one which 
calls for the immediate attention of the Legislature. 
We pointed out some time ago (unte p. 184) the over- 
whelming predominance of the reasons of convenience 
in favour of the view of the statute adopted by the 
Common Pleas. The opposite construction has since 
been characterised by the very Court which enforced it 
as “calculated in its operation to lead to anomalous and 
inconvenient results,” and we think that there can be 
now be no two opinions as to the form which the much 
needed declaratory statute on this subject should take. 
Let us hope that when it is passed, it may not be open to 
the description so correctly applied to its predecessor by 
Blackburn, J., of a piece “of hasty and improvident 
legislation.” 





PERHAPS THE MOST REMARKABLE among the many re- 
cent developments of commercial enterprise is a limited 
company which proposes to “lay on’’ law to its subscri- 
bers at a fixed annual charge. The terror with which the 
profession might regard this project will be somewhat 
mitigated by an inspection of the names and descriptions 
of the first subscribers of the memorandum of association. 
They are seven in number. One of them we regret to 
observe is an attorney, three others have no description 
affixed to their names, and the remainder follow the re- 
spective occupations of “ accountant,” “linendraper,” 
and “clerk.” It is a pity to throw a damper on the 
brilliant anticipations of these gentlemen or to discourage 
the hopes of a public perhaps eagerly anticipating the 
prospect of obtaining as much law as they like for a pay- 
ment of, say, a pound a year, but we may point out for 
the information of the promoters of the affair that very 
serious penalties are incurred by unqualified persons who 
act as attorneys or solicitors; and we may add, for the 
benefit of the public, that in law as in wine cheapness 
and soundness are not often found in combination. 


From tur revorr of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation printed elsewhere, it will be seen that’ the thir- 
teenth anniversary of that admirable institution is to be 
held on Wednesday, the 25th June next, and that Mr. 
Justice Denman will preside on the occasion. 





Our anticipations as to the progress of the Judicature 
Bill have, so far,-been more than realized. Since the 
re-assembling of Parliament the Select Committee 
has sat from day to day, and has discharged its func- 
tions with such promptitude, that on Thursday eV¥en- 
ing the Lord Chancellor was enabled to lay on the 





table of the House their report, which is to be taken 
into consideration on Thursday next. The Lords obviously 
mean the Bill to pass this session. We learn, on good 
authority, that Lord Selborne is not dissatisfied with the 
results of the reference to the Committee. 








THE PROPOSED BYE LAWS OF THE INC OR- 
PORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
issued the revised bye-laws which they propose to sub- 
stitute for those at present in force. The alterations 
which they introduce are almost entirely confined to such 
as are rendered necessary by the increase in the number 
of the Council and the adoption of voting-papers in the 
case of a contested election, as advocated by the Com- 
mittee of which Mr. Finch is Chairman. 

Before referring to the alterations more in detail, it 
may be observed that the bye-laws afford another illus- 
tration of the oft-noticed fact that a body of lawyers are 
always bad draughtsmen. Probably any individual 
member of the Council would have prepared the bye- 
laws with perfect accuracy, and certainly no one would, 
on his own responsibility, have issued them in their pre- 
sent imperfect state. As an example, we may. point out 
that under bye-laws 27 and 28 the vacancies caused by 
the retirement, at the annual general meeting, of ten 
members of the Cowicil cannot be filled up until the next 
annual general meeting, a result which can hardly have 
been intended by the framers! Another instance is to 
be found in the 5th and 7th bye-laws under which re- 
quisitionists may, on the Council's default, call a special 
general meeting by giving notice to the secretary, fixing 
a day not earlier than ten days from delivery of the 
notice, while the secretary is to send notice to the mem- 
bers “ten days at least” before the day of meeting, 
which might be an impossibility. The provisions for 
electing the President and Vice-President are not clear, 
and with regard to election of members of Council, the 
bye-laws leave it uncertain whether or not the same mem- 
bers who sign the nomination paper must be the proposer 
and seconder at the general mecting. There are also 
numerous clerical errors which show that the bye-laws 
will need very careful revision before they can be 
passed. 

No change is made in the bye-law which provides 
that all members going out of office shall be immediately 
eligible for re-election. Upon this Mr. Lewis will, doubt- 
less, give notice of an amendment to enable him to take 
the opinion of the Society upon his proposal that a cer- 
tain number should be ineligible for a limited period, 
and a spirited debate, followed by a division, may be an- 
ticipated. 

The substitution of voting papers for the present method 
of election will apparently be accepted by both the rival 
committees. It effects Mr. Lewis's object, namely, to 
enable absent members to record their vote upon the cane 
didates, while it is not open to the objections which Mr. 
Finch’s committee entertain to proxies. The provisions 
for the use of voting papers appear to have been very 
carefully prepared, and with one exception will probably 
command general assent. The exception is the clause 
which compels every member to vote for as many candi- 
dates as there are vacancies, and forbids plumping. It 
is difficult to see the object of this provision, and, as its 
effect would be to enable the majority to wholly override 
the minority, it is not likely that it will be adopted by 
the Society. 

We doubt the policy of expunging the requirement 
that the President and Vice-President should have three 
years’ previous experience on the Council. Considering 
the importance of the office, and the arduous duties 
which frequently fall to the President’s lot, it seems not 
unwise to stipulate that he and his immediate successor 
shall have had some opportunity of becoming acquainted 
with the business of the Society If this requirement be 
not restored, the election of the President and Vice- 
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President should be committed to the Council instead of 
to the Society. Indeed, such a mode of election would be 
more consonant with the ordinary practice, namely, that 
a deliberative body shall elect its own head. The House 
of Commons sets a safe precedent in this respect. 

Some curiosity will be felt to see how the appointment 
of extraordinary members of Council will work. No 
doubt it will be received as a privilege by the country 
members, but more, we fancy, as an acknowledgment of 
the growing importance of the Provincial Societies than 
because it will be of much real use. Though the bye- 
laws are silent upon the point, it has been stated that no 
extraordinary member will be eligible for the office of 
President or Vice-President, or will be burdened with the 
duties of an examiner; while, residing for the most part, as 
they necessarily will, at a distance from London, their 
attendance at the weekly meetings cannot but be irregular 
and uncertain. 

Mr. Finch’s Committee have lost no time in meeting to 
consider the new bye-laws ; and, indced, as notice of any 
amendment involving additional bye-laws and not merely 
alterations, must be given by the 30th instant, there was 
no room for delay. We are quite disposed to agree in 
the additions which the sub-committee recommend, 
namely, that the accounts of the Society should be an- 
nually printed and circulated, and that special facilities 
should be given to members of Provincial Law Societies to 
become members of the Incorporated Law Society. ‘The 
more the influence of the parent society can be extended, 
the better it will be for the profession and the public, 
and the nearer will be the day when it will be as com- 
pulsory on every attorney and solicitor to belong to the 
Law Society as it is on a barrister to be a member of an 
Inn of Court. 

Before the end of next week, notices of all amendments 
of substance will have been sent to the Secretary of the 
Law Society, by whom they will be circulated among the 
members. Very probably they will be “ thick as leaves in 
Vallombrosa,”’ but we propose to print them for the infor- 
mation of our readers, and may perhaps be able to offer 
them some assistance in deciding how they should be 
dealt with. 

It is not to be expected, hardly indeed to be wished, 
that a complete constitution of the Society should be dis- 
posed of at one meeting, or without considerable differences 
of opinion. We are sure that it is for the interests of 
the general body that the bye-laws should be narrowly 
serutinised and revised by two influential committees 
such as those of which Mr. Finch and Mr. Lewis are 
respectively chairmen; and we can only express our hope 
and.expectation that, animated as the debate may be, 
each party will bear in mind that the other is equally 
actuated by a desire to promote the true interests of the 
society and the profession, and that the decision of the 
majority will be accepted as conclusive, without murmur 
or ill will. 








MR. HEMMING ON FUSION. 


We have several times referred to a series of articles 
on Lord Selborne’s Judicature Bill, which lately appeared 
in the Saturday Review. These have now been re- 
published in the form of a pamphlet, and no longer 
anonymo ¢ ly but with the great additional weight derived 
from the name of their author, Mr. Hemming. This fact, 
as well as the extreme importance not only of the great 
subject dealt with, but also of that particular aspect of 
it treated by Mr. Hemming, induces us to lay before our 
readers a fuller examination of his arguments. 

The danger which Mr. Hemming dreads from the 
changes proposed by the Bill is “ the deterioration of 
Equity Jurisprudence,” by contact with Common Law, 
or from being entrusted ‘to the hands of Com- 
mon Lawyers. That such a result would be very 


disastrous, Mr. Hemming energetically maintains ; and in 
this ‘we entirely and unhesitatingly agree with him. 
He further considers the risk of that result occurring, if 





the Bill passes, so great, that it would be better to give 
up all the advantages offered, than face the risk. In 
this we altogether differ from him. 

There are two fundamental propositions upon which 
Mr. Hemming’s position seems to us mainly to de- 
pend—first, that what is wanted is not fusion of Law 
and Equity, but some different process which he calls 
merger of Law in Equity. Secondly, that such a work 
cannot safely be entrusted to Common Law Judges, to 
the extent contemplated by the Bill. 

The first of these propositions is expressed directly within 
five lines of the beginning of the pamphlet by saying that 
whatis to be desiredis not the “ fusion of Law and Equity,” 
but the “ merger, as itought tobe called, of Lawin Equity.” 
Again he says, “The hard technical doctrines of the Law 
must be merged and swallowed up in the higher, broader, 
and more refined principles of Equity.’ Again— The 
Court of Chancery has accepted at the hands of the older 
tribunals all that is sound in the doctrines which they 
apply. It has rejected much that was not only unsound 
but barbarous, and has added a large and enlightened, 
though not yet perfect, jurisprudence of its own. It is 
under this Law—the Law of Equity—that Englishmen 
live.’ He even goes so far as to assert at page 24 that 
the system of Injunctions by the Court of Chancery (at 
least this is his meaning unless we have wholly misunder- 
stood him, which, so monstrous is the assertion, we hope 
may be the case) “has made nearly all the modern law 
under which we live.” 

Now, it is quite impossible to put upon all these 
passages any meaning but one, namely, that Law and 
Equity are two conflicting systems, both covering the 
same ground, the one of which is better than the other, 
and therefore ought to supersede the other. Upon ae | 
other view, to talk of merging Law in Equity is to tal 
pure nonsense. What, then, does Mr. Hemming mean 
by Equity ? The word is ordinarily used to describe that 
Law which is peculiar to Courts of Equity, that is to say, 
those doctrines which it has added to, and those by which 
it has overruled the Common Law. If this be Mr} 
Hemming’s meanizg of the term, he might as well talk 
of merging Great Britain in Berwick-upon-Tweed 
as of merging Law in Equity. Secondly, the word 
Equity might possibly be used to express the whoie 
of those branches of Law and Equity ‘which it or- 
dinarily falls to Courts of Equity to administer, 
either exclusively or in common with other Courts. 
If this be Mr. Hemming’s meaning, the absurdity 
of the supposed merger would only be a degree 
lessened. Thirdly, Mr. Hemming may mean by Equity, 
and from some passages in his pamphlet we rather think 
he does mean, the whole body of Law (except so far as it 
clashes with equitable doctrines) and Equity taken 
together. Of course Mr. Hemming is at liberty if he 
wishes to use the word equity in this sense. It is 
a new use, no doubt:—Any lawyer would be a little 
surprised if he took up a treatise on Equity and found 
in it one chapter on Treason, another on General 
Average, and a third on the Public Health Act. And this 
use of the term tends’to obscure the history of our law 
to a very serious extent. This, however, is a small 
matter. What is more to the point is this—If Equity be 
used in this sense, if it be a body of rules, nine-tenths of 
which are already daily administered by Common Law 
Courts—some of them by those Courts exclusively 
—what becomes of Mr. Hemming’s argument, that 
because you want not fusion but merger, there- 
fore, Common Law Courts should not be ‘trusted 
too far in effecting the change? The ‘truth is, 
this distinction between fusion and merger is the idlest 
play upon words. ‘There is a vast body of rules, acted 
upon by the Common Law Courts. Equity has added to 
and altered them. All men are agreed that there should 
hereafter be but ove law of the land, to consist of so much 
of the Common Law as remains uncontrolled, together with 
the alterations and additions of Equity. This is fusion 
or merger according to the sense in which you -use the 
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word Equity. We prefer the term fusion because we 
dislike using old words in new senses, without some 
strong reason for doing so. 

We have dwelt upon this matter, not at all from a de- 
sire to make much of any verbal ambiguity or even con- 
fusion of thought, into which Mr. Hemming may have 
fallen. In truth a clear appreciation of the true relation 
of Law to Equity at the present moment; of the rela- 
tion which ought hereafter to exist between what is now 
called Law, and what is now called Equity ; of the extent 
to which fusion or merger, call it which you will, will 
throw upon any given Court, or body of Judges, the duty 
of administering new rules, or dealing with new subjects, 
is absolutely essential before we can determine what weight 
is to be given to objections founded upon their alleged 
incapacity to deal with the new matter. If war be 
mainly an affair of infantry and cavalry, aided occa+ 
sionally by artillery, ignorance of the science of artil- 
lery will be a defect in a commander, but not neces- 
sarily a very grave one. If tactics change, and war 
becomes mainly an affair of artillery, the functions 
of infantry and cavalry becoming quite subordinate, 
ignorance of artillery science may be an insuperable ob- 
jection to entrusting a man with the command of an 
army. Just so if, under a system of fusion, the new 
subject-matters with which the Common Law Judges will 
have to deal bear a large proportion to the whole field 
of their jurisdiction, and the new rules to be adminis- 
tered by them bear a large proportion to the whole body 
of the law, all objections founded upon the supposed 
unfitness of Common Law Judges to handle what is new 
will be entitled to enormously greater weight than if 
what is new is little in amount compared to what is old. 

What, then, is the real relation of Law to Equity, as 
they stand at the present moment? Mr. Hemming says 
it is under the Law of Equity that Englishmen live. 
But unless the word Equity be used in the non-natural 
sense already referred to, this statement is wildly remote 
from the truth. If the words Common Law and Equity 
be used in their ordinary sense, the one for that body of 
law which the Common Law Courts administer, in common 
trequently with those of Equity, the other for those ad- 
ditions and alterations which the Court of Chancery has 
made—then the truth is, that the law under which English- 
men live, the law which prescribes their conduct from 
day to day, to which they look for the security of person 
and property, by which their transactions are governed and 
their rights enforced, the law which moulds men’s habits 
and influences their views of morality is,in byfar the greater 
part of its extent, the Common Law. Equity, great as is 
its importance, and beneficial as is its influence, is, 
when compared with Common Law, extremely limited in 
its range. The whole body of the criminal law; tke public 
law which determines the relation of the Crown to the 
subject, and the constitution and functions of the Houses 
of Parliament: that quasi public law by which sanitary 
and other localaffairs are regulated—all these are Common 
Law. The Common Law governs all the habitual trans- 
actions between a tradesman and his customers, a 
master and his servants. The whole of our vast and 
complex commercial dealings, including all buying 
and selling of commodities, the employment of all 
agents, the whole of our shipping transactions, the system 
of land carriage, the business of insurance, all this is go- 
verned almost exclusively by the Common Law. Theneces- 
sity of appealing to an equitable rule, or invoking an 
equitable remedy, is of very rare occurrence. ‘On the other 
hand, in executing his marriage settlement, mortgaging 
his estate, and making his will, and in a few other cases cf 
ordinary occurrence among the wealthy classes, a man 
‘leans almost entirely upon Equity. To usit seems clear 
that, be our Courts of Justice re-constituted as they may, 
the vastly larger part of their work must be the enforce- 
ment of Common Law rules by means of Common Law 
remedies. 

But not only is it important to appreciate the relative 
proportion which the changes that Equity has made in 





the law bear to the whole body of the Law. It is not 
less important that we should see exactly what the 
nature of those changes are. ‘TRey are of three’ kinds. 
First, in cases where Law and Equity recognise exactly 
the same primary rights and duties as subsisting 
between people, equity has provided, in addition to, or 
in substitution for, theremedies afforded by the Common 
Law, certain remedies ofits own—-remedies in the potency 
of which no small part of the value of Chancery juris- 
diction has at various times consisted. To this head be- 
longs the jurisdiction of equity in compelling specific 
performance, and, to a very great extent, in granting 
injunctions. To the same head belongs the case of 
partnership, in which courts of law generally decline 
jurisdiction over questions arising between the co-part- 


ners, solely because the machinery of the Court of Chan- 


cery is more convenient than theirs; and all those cases 
in which Equity interferes to take accounts on the ground 
of their complexity. 

Secondly, Equity has added to the Common Law, by 
recognising a vast number of rights, duties, and interests 
of which the law takes in general no notice; so that in 
such cases Law and Equity are more properly indepen- 
dent of one another than inconsistent with one another. 
Under this head falls the whole law of trusts, so far, at 
least, as it relates to trusts properly so called, as 
distinguished from those constructive trusts which have 
little in common with them. 

Thirdly, Equity has distinctly altered the law, not by 
providing new remedies for the enforcement of old rights, 
not by introducing new kinds of ownership in addition to 
those known to the law, but by adopting rules in con- 
flict with and superseding the legal rules. The difference 
between the two views may be greater or less. It may 
be total and radical, as is the case if we compare the 
Common Law and Equitable view of a mortgage transac- 
tion. It may be less profound but still great, as in all 
matters of fraud and undue influence, or it may be 
slight; but the conflict is there. 

Of the administrative functions of the Court of Chan. 
cery we need not here speak, They do not really give 
rise to any difficulty in the matter of fusion. 

We have been careful to point out these different 
aspects of ihe relation of Equity to Law, for two rea- 
sons, first, because, without such an examination, there is 
much danger of misapprehension as to what fusion really 
means. Under any valuable fusion of Law and Equity, 
in the first class of cases, where Equity has dis- 
covered new remedies for enforcing old rights, every 
Court, for the future, ought, as occasion may require, to 
apply either remedy, the Common Law or the Equitable, 
As to the second class of cases, where Equity admits and 
protects forms of ownership unknown to the Law, every 
Court ought for the future to recognise every form of 
ownership; for, as Mr. Hemming points out with great 
force and clearness, it is quite certain that both forms 
must, under one name or another, continue to exist. 
Wherever you have groups of persons interested in the 
same property and in the transactions affecting it, you 
must have some one to represent the persons, to control 
the property, to engage in the needful transactions. The 
case may be that of the creditors of a bankrupt: You 
must have an assignee or trustee. It may be the case of 
awill: You must have an executor. It may be the case 
of a body of shareholders: You must have that imagi- 
nary entity, the company. It may be the case of an 
estate in settlement: You must have a trustee, witha 
legal estate and legal liabilities, distinct from those of tae 
beneficiaries. ‘To attempt to alter this would be toze- 
enact the Statute of Uses; and with the same result 
which followed the first experiment. As to the ‘third 
class of cases, where the rules of Law and Equity 
conflict, in these the weaker must go to the wall. The 
rules of Equity must prevail in whatever Court the 
question may happen to arise. This is, in brief, our 
idea of fusion. 

But these three aspects of the present relation of 
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Equity to Law are important in another way, because 
they affect the amount of weight to be given to all 
such arguments as Mr. Hemming’s, founded upon 
the prejudices and inexperience of Common Law 
Judges. In the first case, in which they would only 
have to apply new remedies for enforcing old rights, 
such objections appear to us to be entitled to almost no 
weight. In the second case, where new rights and new 
forms of ownership are superadded to those of the Com- 
mon Law, they are entitled to weight. But the diffi- 
culty is only the same that arises when, as constantly 
happens, a court of Common Law or Equity is 
called upon to deal practically with branches of law not 
previously familiar. It is really to the third case, where 
Law and Equity are in conflict, that considerations such 
as those urged by Mr. Hemming almost entirely apply. 
Having thus suggested some of the matters on which 
in our judgment, must depend the real value and impor- 
tance of Mr. Hemmings’ objections, assuming them to 
be to the full éxtent well founded, we must reserve for 
another article the detailed examination of those objec- 
tions, and the reasoning by which they are supported. 
(To be continued.) 








NOTES. 

BEIf ever we reach the advanced position in the scale of 
civilization attained by our American cousins, our judges 
will have to make up their minds to be “ interviewed.” It 
appears that Judge McAllister, of the Supreme Court of 
Illinois, was recently subjected to this ordeal by a 
reporter of the Chicago Tribune, and a very full account of 
the conversation which ensued is furnished by this enter- 
prising gentleman. After a description of the room in 
which the judge was seated, and a reference to ‘‘his 
searching eyes,” and the “benignant dignity of his coun- 
tenance,” the reporter proceeds to detail the conversation 
which took place. The judge remarked that, with judges, 
as with other men, self-preservation was the first law of 
nature, and then spcke of the labour devolving on the 
Supreme Court Judges, which left them absolutely no 
repose. ‘“ Look at these, and then estimate our work,” he 
said, hastily rising, aud thowing off the covers of two dry 
goods boxes that occupied a corner of the room. The 
boxes were filled to the top with closely packed records, 
and memoranda for unwritten opinions. The reporter 
with unjustifiable incredulity asked: ‘do you mean to say 
that all this work accumulated during the past sitting of 
the court?” The judge answered that it did, and that it 
must be got through somehow, during thesummer. He said 
he did not feel annoyed so much at the prospect of the cease- 
less toil, as at the certainty of its continuation, without 
intermission, during the heats of summer, cutting off all 
opportunity for rest. ‘‘ Besides,” said he, “look at my 
poor lidrary,” ruefully pointing out the attenuated book. 
shelves. ‘‘ These books, sir,” he continued, “are all that 
represent the library I had accumulated before the 
fire. Youcan imagine how slow my work sometimes is, 
for want of material. When I find necessities arise for 
uew books, I purchase them out of my private fands. The 
fire deprived me of a great treasure when it swept away 
my law-books. Bnt I intend to go to Ottawa for a short 
time during the hardest part of my work,” he added, “so 
as to take advantage of the public library there. There 
is no public library in this district, and I am compelled to 
live here, being obliged by the Constitution to reside in 
the district for which I was elected.” It is not unnatural 
that under these painful circumstances the judge 
should be led to take a rather gloomy view of events. We 
find him saying that “at one time the people for oracles 
had the lawyers, men of advanced mind, progressive ideas 
and honourable characters. These had faded away; and 
the press had stepped into their place.” 





The effect of the present jury law was discussed in the 
Court of Common Pleas on Saturday last, in the course of 
a case relating to wine shipped on board the Murillo. 
The Lord Chief Justice, in the course of the argument, ob- 
served that the case had been tried by a special jury of the 





City of London, who were well capable of understanding 
business transactions, but Sir John Karslake said that the 
phrase “a jary of merchants of London” no longer had the 
force it used to have. On the present panel there was only 
one merchant, then there was a fringe manufacturer, and 
then three or four licensed victuallers, who knew nothing 
about starting casks, except on shore. Special jurors were 
now selected in consequence of the amount of their rating 
and not in consequence of their rank in society. He also 
mentioned that during the last sitting in London, he 
eXamined several special jury panels, upon which there 
was not a single merchant. In another case there was one, 
atobacco merchant, which of course meant the keeper of a 
cigar shop. The Lord Chief Justice said he understood 
that in some districts of the City the common jury panel 
was composed mainly of merchants and brokers who for- 
merly composed the special jury panel; and now in other 
districts the special jurors were said to be those who were 
previously common jurors. If this were the effect of the 
present jury law the sooner a new statute were passed the 
better. In one of the ridings of Yorkshire he was informed 
that the common jury panel had been increased from 5,000 
to 12,000 names, among whom were many gentlemen who 
were formerly special jurors. 





A solicitor, writing to the 7imes, draws attention to the 
present state of the business in the Court of Chancery. 
He leaves facts to speak for themselves, and says that in 
June, 1872, a special case, in which he was concerned, was 
set down for hearing before Vice-Chancellor Malins. In 
the Cause List for Michaelmas Term, 1872, the case stood 
No. 47. In the Cause List for the sitting after the same 
term itstood No. 45. In the Cause List for Hilary Term, 
1873, it stood No. 52. In the Cause List for the sittings 
after the same term it stood No 27, and in the Cause List 
for the present term it stauds No. 30. Practically, there- 
fore, even if the case be heard during the present term, 
nearly 12 months will have elapsed between the time of 
setting down and the hearing. In another case, in Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon’s Court, he carried an order into his 
Honour’s Chambers on the 14th of March, 1871, directing 
various accounts to be taken, and inquiries made 
of a complicated nature. These accounts and in- 
quiries have recently been completed, all possible 
diligence having been used by the solicitors in the cause, 
but he has not yet got the draught certificate, and he 
cannot tell when it will be delivered to him, and after it is 
delivered two or three months at the least will probably 
elapse before it is finally settled. He concludes by saying 
that he has known the Courts of Chancery for upwards of 
40 years, and believes that at no time during that period 
has the delay in proceeding with business been greater 
than it is at the present time. 





On the hearing of an interpleader case recently at the 
Tunbridge Wells County Court, before J. J. Lonsdale, Esq., 
the judge, tho following conversation is reported :—Mr. 
Warner, solicitor of Tunbridge, who appeared on behalf of 
the claimant said the claim was for rent. Onthe previous 
day (Wednesday), notice was received that the money had 
been paid into Court, and under those circumstances he 
asked for costs. His Honour granted the application.— 
Mr. Warner: I am told I must pay a hearing fee of £1 on 
an application for costs :—His Honour: Whosays so ?—Mr 
Warner: The clerk says it is by order of the Treasurer.— 
His Honour: Then the Treasurer is wrong. The same 
thing was done at Rochester. There is no such thing, and 
you (Mr. Cozens, the clerk,) tell the Treasurer I said so. 
It is ridiculous. A hearing fee! there is no hearing fee 
to-day. During the sixteen years of my practice I never 
was asked fur such athing until the other day at Rochester 
and now here again to-day. 





A decision of the Appeal Court at Dijon is exciting con- 
siderable interest among the legal profession in France. 
It appears from the narrative given by the correspondent 
of the Daily News, that a most respectable notary of 
Chalons-sur-Seine, M. Portier, received from a client, M. 
Bal, a sum of £6,000, with instructions to invest it in a 
good mortgage. There being some delay before the de- 
sirable security could be found, the notary asked M. Bal 
whether, to avoid losing interest of money, it would not be 
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well to lodge the money provisionally with a banker who 
would pay for the accommodation. The written answer 
was, “ Do what you think best for my interest.” There- 
upon the notary placed the money with a banker who 
shortly afterwards failed, and now a Court of First In- 
stance and a Court of Appeal in succession, without im- 
puting apy bad faith or fraud to the notary, haveruled that 
he is bound to make good the £6,000, because the vague 
assent of the client, in answer to his own suggestion, to do 
‘what was the best for his interest,” was no snfficient 
authority to invest trust money without security. 





A case recently heard at Westminster, before Brett, J., 
was rendered remarkable by the anxiety evinced by the 
witnesses to disclaim the term money-lender as applied to 
themselves. One called himself a lighterman and scrivener, 
another said he was a negotiator of mortgages, a third 
stated that he was secretary ofa landand building society 
and bank of deposit, another was in the habit of advancing 
money on bills of sales occasionally, but none of them 
would admit that he followed the occupation of money- 
lender. 








REVIEWS. 

The Rights, Duties, and Relations of Domestic Sertants to 
their Masters and Mistresses. By T. Henry BaY.is, M.A., 
Barrister-at-law. Fourth Edition, with considerable 
additions, by Epwarp P. Monckton, Esq., B.A., Bar- 
rister-at law. Butterworths. 1873. 


This little work thoroughly deserves the success it has 
gained. It contains in a small compass the law on the iim- 
portant subject to which it relates, and (a somewhat un- 
usual feature in a law book) it also affords much sensible 
advice, not of a strictly legal kind, both to servants and 
their employers. No donbt, as Mr. Baylis remarks, ig- 
norance and misapprehension of the law are among the 
most frequent and serious causes of the disputes which 
unfortunately so often arise between persons occupying 
these relations, and if these causes can be eliminated we 
shall have made some progress towards a better state of 
things than prevails at present. There are few solicitors 
who have not, from time to time, to advise employers on 
their difficulties with their domestic servants. This 
volume will be found a convenient handbook to the lead- 
ing authorities on the subject. 





We have received from Messrs. Partridge & Cooper a 
specimen packet of their Vellnm-wove club-house note- 
paper. This admirable paper is well known as perhaps 
the most perfect that has ever been produced. 





—— — 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Georce Locu, Q.C., has been appointed Attorney- 
General to H..H. the Prince of Wales in place of Sir W. J. 
Alexander, Q.C., deceased. The learned gentleman was 
called to the bar in Trinity Term, 1847, and recaived silk 
in 1863. 











It is understood that, on Saturday last, the Judges met 
to consider the Jury Bill. 

In a case recently heard in the Probate Court, a witness 
explained a mistake in the date of a will as a “ youthful 
error.” 


THE TuBMAN or THE Court or Excnequer.—Mr. Arthur 
Cohen has sucveeded Mr. Watkin Williams, Q.C., in the 
office of Tubman. The office of Tubman is a very 
ancient one, and gives the holder of it certain rights of 
preaudience, which, in former years, were the means of 
making it of considerable monetary value, but unfortu- 
nately in these degenerate days it is shorn of all but its 
honour. The Common Law Procedure Act of 1852 des- 
troyed its emoluments, but left untouched its right of pre- 
audience. The office, asa rule, is bestowed py the Lord 
Chief Baron for the time being upon a stuff-gownsman of 
eminence at the Bar, but he vacates it upon taking a silk 
own.— Times, 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


County Coverts Apurratty JuRIsDICTION. 

Sir,—It is high time that an Act should be passed to 
determine whether the County Courts Admiralty Jurisdic- 
tion Amendment Act, 1869, is intended to mean what it 
says as determined by the Privy Council in the case of the 
Cargo ex Argos or whether it is to mean what it is says as 
decided by the Court of Common Pleas in Simpson v. Blues. 
At present attorneys, in ignorance of whether the Common 
Pleas intends to be bound by the Privy Counoil decision, 
do not know what course to adopt in regard to claims for 
freight, demurrage &c., sub. £300. If they elect to proceed 
in the County Court they are menaced by a writ of pro- 
hibition and if they proceed in the Superior Courts they do 
soat arisk of costs. It appears tous to be absurd that a 
butcher may issue a writ to recover £21 for meat supplied, 
whilst a merchant having an important shipping case in- 
volving difficult points of law, and in respect to which he 
claims £299, should be compelled to bring his action in the 
County Cvart. 

A leader in your Journal would probably have some 
effect in getting the law definitely settled, or the insertion 
of this letter might provoke some correspondence which 
would have the same effect. 

1netepew Ince & GREENING. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

April 21.—Mutiny Bill.—On the motion for going into 
Committee, the Marquis of Landsdowne called attention 
to the alteration in what used to be the 4th clause of the 
Mutiny Act. Under that scheme the soldier used to be 
exempted from the liability which devolved npon every 
man to support his wife and his children, whether legiti- 
mate or illegitimate. By the 107th section of the Bill now 
before their lordships it was proposed to render the soldier 
liable in respect of his wife and children. In the case of 
non-commissioned officers of a rank not lower than that of 
sergeant, the amount for which the man would be liable 
would be 6d. a day, and in the case of privates and of non- 
commissioned officers under the rank of sergeant the 
amount would be 3d. Where the putative father of a 
child was resident outside the petty sessions district 
in which the mother resided, and in which the summons 
against him was to be heard, money sufficient to pay the 
expenses of his journey to the latter place must be lodged 
in the hands of the commanding officer. After some discus 
sion the Bill went through Committee. 

Bastardy Law Amendment Bill_—The Amendments ef 
the Commons were considered, and «fter the introduction 
of some verbal amendments by the Marquis of Salisbury 
and the Earl of Morley, they wero agreed to. 


April 22.—Mutiny Bills.—The Matiny Bill and the Marin 
Mutiny Bill were read a third time and passed. 


April 24.—Supreme Court of Judicature Bill.—The Lord 
Chancellor laid on the table the report of the Select Com- 
mittee to which this Bill had been referred, and gave 
notice that on Thursday next he would move that the whole 
House go into committee on the Bill. 

Titles and Transferof Land.—The Lord Chancellor said 
it might be convenient to their Lordships if he gave notice 
that on Tuesday next he would call attention to the laws 
relating to the titles of land and the transfer of land, and 
lay on the table a Bill to facilitate the transfer of land and 
for clearing the titles of land. 

Marriages (Ireland) Bill.—On the motion for going into 
Committee on this Bill, Viscount Midleton stated that in 
order to meet the objection urged to this Bill ona former 
occasion, the preamble had been alterei by omitting the 
words “ Catholic Apostolic ” asa description of the Church 
to the members of which the Bill applied, and substituting 
for it this description, ‘‘ Any Church or body who are not 
Roman Catholics, and who did not describe themselves 
as Protestants.” The Bill, as altered, then passed through 
committee. 
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Registration of Births and Deaths Bill.—The Earl ot 
Morley, in moving the second reading of this Bill, said 
that one of the objects of the Bill was to make the registra. 
tion of births compulsory in England as it was at present 
in Scotland and Ireland, and to increase the number of in- 
formants of births. The next part of the Bill dealt with 
the registration of deaths. In many cases there was no 
statement as to the cause of death; and, in order to 
prevent such omission, there was in the Bill a provision 
that any medical practitioner who had attended the 
deceased person in the last illness should certify as to the 
cause of death, and that where no medical practitioner had 
been in attendance the registrar should refuse his certificate 
for burial until he communicated with the coroner. 
Another portion of the Bill dealt with the registration of 
deaths at sea, which was at present regulated by four or 
five different Acie of Parliament, some of which were 
conflicting. Clause 32 of this Bill would consolidate the 
whole of the enactments relating to this subject, and 
oblige the captain or mate of every ship to send notice of 
any death occurring on board his ship to an authority 
named in the Bill, by whom it was to be sent to the 
Registrar-General. A provision had been inserted in the 
Bill to prevent the burial of still-born children or children 
who had died after birth. After some discussion tha Bill 
was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


April 21.—Dublin University Tests Bill—Mr. Fawcett, 
in moving the second reading, said it was with great 
reluctance that he had reduced it to a mere Abolition 
of Tests, but he had nochoice, for without the assistance of 
the Government it would be impossible for him to pass 
the Bill this year.—Mr. Micchell Henry moved, as an 
amendment to the second reading, a resolution declaring 
that before Legislation there should be an enquiry, by 
means of a Royal Commission, into the opinions and 
wishes of Academic Bodies and the Irish people 
generally. This amendment was seconded by Mr. Heron ; 
after a long debate the amendment was withdrawn, and 
Bill read a second time. 

Parliamentary and Municipal Elections RBill—The 
House resumed the consideration of this Bill in Committee 
at clause 3.—Mr. C. Lewis moved an amendment to the 
effect that nothing in the clause should aiter the date 
of municipal election.— Mr. Hibbert opposed the 
amendment, because it involved a change that would 
be very inconvenient to every borough in this country. 
During the vacation he had endeavoured to ascertain the 
opinions of the different boroughs with respect to such an 
alteration, and he found that they were almost unanimously 
averse from it. The dates fixed by the Bill had been 
arranged after consultation with the representatives both 
of boroughs and counties; and the Bill ought to be tried 
asthe Government had framed it. If it was not found to 
work satisfactorily, it could easily be amended in a fature 
year.—Mr. Hunt and Mr. Collins supported the amendment 
but Mr. Dodds and Mr. Muntz opposed it and on a divi- 
sion it was defeated by a majority of 46.—Mr. Brand pointed 
out ihat at present persons wereallowed to the Ist of June 
to:pay the rates due on the Ist of January, but this Bill 
required that the rates should be paid by the 25th of April. 
The effect of that alteration would be that a considerable 
number of electors would be disqualified.—The Attorney- 
General admitted that there weuld be some inconvenience, 
but thought it wasimpossible to avoid inconvenience when- 
ever an alteration in dates was made.—Mr. Collins 
remarked that, according to the Bill, if the rates were not 
paid by Friday next several voters would ipso facto be 
disfranchised.— Mr. Hibbert said if it were thought de. 
sirable to make special provision for this year, the Govern- 
ment. would be prepared to do so on the report.—Theclause 
was agreed to.—On clause 4, Mr. Charley moved~-an 
amendment requiriug the liststo be made out under streets, 
instead of alphabetically—Mr. Wheelhouse objected that 
some towns contained many streets of the same name, and, 
if lists were made out under streets, no elector would be 
able to discover whether his name was on the list or not. 
The amendment was withdrawn.—Mr. Dizon moved an 
amendment requiring the overseers of e ish in a 


borough to make out the list under polling districts. Tho 





amendment, with some slight alterations, was agreed to, 
and progress was reported. 

Fairs Act (1868) Amendment Bill was read a second time. 

Gretton Chapel Marriages Legalization Bill passed through 
Committee. 

Registration of Trade Marks.—Mr. A. Peel introduced a 
Bill for the registration of trade marks. 

Building Socities.—Mr. Bruce brought in a Bill to amend 
the law relating to Building Societies. 

County Loans.—Mr. Winterbotham introduced a Bill to 
amend the law relating to securities for loans contracted 
by county authorities. 

Superannuation Allowances.—Mr. W. H. Gladstone intro- 
duced a Bill to amend the law relating to the grant of 
superannuation allowances. 


April 22.—The Railway Commissioners.—In answer to Mr 
Cross, Mr. Chichester Fortescue said the arrangements for 
the appointment of the Railway Commissioners were far 
advanced, but they were not completed, and, therefore, he 
was unable to give their names.— Mr. Goldney said it was 
understood, before the Easter Recess, that the right hon. 
gentleman would state the names of the Railway Commis- 
sioners previously to the third reading of the Bill.—Mr. 
Chichester Fortescue denied that he had given any pledge 
of that kind. He expressed a hope that he should be able 
to give the names, but it was not an easy matter to make 
arrangements in a matter of such importance.—Mr. W. H. 
Smith stated that he should oppose the third reading of the 
Bill unless the names of the Commissioners were previously 
given to the House. 

University Fellowships.—Mr. Auberon Herbert moved for 
leave to introduce a Bill to limit the compensation awarded 
on abolition of Fellowships in the Colleges of the Univer- 
sities of Oxford and Cambridge. Ona division, leave was 
refused by a majority of 26. 

Innkeepers’ Liability Bi/l.—Mr. Wheelhouse moved the 
second reading of this Bill. On the motion of Mr. Bruce, 
tha debate was adjourned. The greater part of the even- 
ing was devoted to a discussion on the state of affairs in 
Central Asia. 


April 23.—Canonries Bill.—Mr. Beresford Hope, in 
moving the second reading of this Bill, stated that its 
object was to enable parties, should they think fit, to endow 
canonries under certain limitations and regulations. Under 
Act. 3 and 4 Vict. c. 113, there had been a large suspension 
of canonries in all Cathedrals. With one or two exceptions 
they had been reduced to four ; but a power was reserved 
to revive canonries by appropriating a portion of the sur- 
plus remaining over the amount which the Chapter were 
required to hand to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, or 
by private endowment or by the annexation of a benefice 
to one of the supended canonries. The present Attorney. 
General had given it as his opinion that tke clause in the 
Act to which he referred, being somewhat ambiguous, 
implied that a slight endowment on the part of the Chapter 
was a necessary antecedent, and this Bill sought to estab- 
lish the contrary as the true interpretation.—Mr. Bruce 
cordially approved the object of the Bill, and thought its 
provisions might bo very useful in supplying the acknow- 
ledged deficiency in the officers of the Church, The 
Bill was read a second time. 

Locomotives on Roads Bill.—The second reading of this 
Bill, which transfers to the local authorities the power of 
making regulations with a view to the more extensive 
employment of traction engines, was moved by Mr. Caw- 
ley.—Mr. Bruce suggested a Select Committee, and after 
some discussion Mr. Cawley accepted the suggestion, and 
withdrew the Bill. 

Trish Municipal Franchise Bill.—This Bill was read’ a 
second time. 

Salmon Fisheries Bill.—This Bill passed through Com- 
mittee. 

Intestates’ Widows and Children Bill.—This Bill was read 
@ second time. 

Local Legislation.—Mr. Heron brought in a Bill to estab- 
lish a court for the local legislation of the United King- 
dom. 

April 24.—The Carlist Subscriplions.—In reply to» Mr. * 
Stapleton, Mr. Gladstone declined to hold out any prospect. 
that the Government would at present introduce an. Act 
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giving them power to prevent persons in this country from 
inviting and collecting subscriptions to be employed in 
fomenting civil war in Spain. 

The Mastership of the Rolls,—Mr. Gregory asked the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he was aware that in 
cases decided by the Lord Chancellor sitting for the Master 
of the Rolls, the party against whom judgment is given was 
deprived of his right of appeal to an intermediate tribunal ; 
and when he expected to be able to put an end to this and 
other inconveniences arising to the suitors from the vacancy 
in the office of the Master of the Rolls. Mr. Gladstone said 
there could be no doubt that the Lord Chanceller was quali- 
fied, according {o what he thought was required by the public 
interests, to hear cases in Chancery either in the first 
instance or upon appeal, and not long ago it was a very 
common practice for the Lord Chancellor tu hear cases of 
first instance. It was done by Lord Eldon and more or less, 
by later Lord Chancellors, but more recently the practice 
had been abandoned because of the increase of the Equity 
business and of the number of Equity Judges. Un- 
doubtedly, the Lord Chancellor would not have made this 
arrangement under ordinary circumstances, because, 
although a suitor who would get his judgment upon 
appeal, now got judgment from the same man in the first 
instance, yet it was rather reverting to a former practice 
than the continuance of a practice going on from day to 
day ; but his noble friend was of opinion there was really a 
substantial ground why an arrangement. of this kind should 
be made for a short time—ne: lengthened | gg genes = 
pending the progress of the Judicature Bill. That was~a 
measure of so much inportance and so much affected the 
relations of the different Courts, and especially the position 
of the Court of the Master of the Rolls that it appeared to 
him, and the Government concurred with him, that it 
would be desirable for a short time to suspend the 
appointment to that Court, and of course to make during the 
interim the best arrangements that circumstances would 
permit for carrying on the necessary business. 

Register for Pa: liamentary and Municipal Electors’ Bill.— 
‘The House went into committee on this (recommitted) Bill. 

On Clause 5, 

Sir C. Dilke moved to add, at the end, asa fresh para- 
graph, ‘‘ Lodgings occupied by a perscn in any two succes- 
sive years shall not be deemed to be different lodgings by 
reason only, that ineither of such years he has, in addition 
to such lodgings, also occupied some other room or place.” 
The motion was accepted by the Attorney-General, and 
agreed to. On the motiou that the clause as amended 
stand part of the Bill, Mr. C. Lewis moved to leave out 
the clause altogether, on the greund that it was important 
that the lodger clause should be guarded against abuse, 
but after some debate the clause was agreed to. 

On. Clause 9, 

Mr. Brand proposed the addition of words requiring a 
county yoter, having two or more qualifications in different 
polling districts, to select the particular polling district in 
which he should be registered ; but the amendment did not 
meet with acceptance and it was withdrawn. The Attorney- 
General consented to withdraw words in the clause 
applicable to municipal electors, Progress wasthen reported, 
and the House resumed. 

Conveyancing (Scotland) Bill,—The Bill was read a second 
time. 





THE PROPOSED BYE LAWS OF THE INCOR. 
PORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The following useful observations have been printed and 
circulated for the purpose of showing the principal altera- 
tions which the proposed bye laws, if and when adopted, 
will introduce. They do not notice those which are merely 
verbal or unimportant, and do not attempt to offer any 
suggesticn as to the expediency or sufficiency of the altera- 


tions. 

It will be observed that the alterations are principally in 
consequence of the increase in. the number of the Council, 
and of the substitution of voting papers as the method for 
deciding a contested election. 

Bye law 6. Proposed bye lawe 6 and 7. 

Thirty days’ (instead of ten days’) notice isto be given of 
the anvual general meeting, and.the notice is.to specify the 
vaeancies in the Council and.in the office of auditor, which 
will have to be filled up. The notice of a special general 
meeting remains unaltered. 





Bye laws 29, 48. Proposed bye laws 82, 33. 

After the issue of the notice convening the annual general 
meeting, and twenty days before the day of the meeting, 
notice in writing, containing prescribed particulars, is to be 
given to the Secretary of the intention to propose a candidate 
as a member of the Council, or for any vacant office; and 
ten days before the meeting the Secretary is to send to every 
member a list, containing the names and addresses of the 
candidates and their respective proposers and seeonders. 

Bye law.13. Proposed byedaw 15. 

At the annual general meeting the candidates. will be 
proposed and seconded (not necessarily by the members who 
signed the notice), and it no more are proposed than are re- 
quired for the vacancies, will be declared. to be elected. If 
there are more candidates than vacancies, and the number in 
excess ace not withdrawn, the election is te be conducted 
by voting papers. In that case five scrutineers (three to be 
a quorum) are to be appointed, and at the conclusion of the 
other business the meeting is to stand adjourned for not less 
than twenty-one nor more than twenty-eight days, for the 
purpose of receiving their report. 

Proposed bye law 18. 

+ The voting papers are to be sent out within ten days after 
the meeting. They are to be in such form as the Council 
shall direct, but are to contain certain prescribed particulars 
(including one requiring every member to vote for a list of 
candidates and not for one alone). When completed, they 
are to be closed up and returned four clear days before the. 
adjourned meeting to the Seeretary, who is to deliver them 
unopened to the scrutineers. After examination the s-ruti- 
neers are to retain the voting papers for one month and are 
then to destroy them. . ‘ 

The report of the scrutineers, which is to contain certain 
prescribed particulars, is to be read at the adjourned meet- 
ing, and to be conclusive as to the fact of election. 

Bye law 21. Proposed bye law 24, ; 

Any member of the Council may be President or Vice- 
President, and the requirement of three vears’ previous sere 
Vice on the Council is repealed. 

Bye law 22. Proposed bye laws 25, 26. 

The number of the Council is increased from thirty to ne 
of whom three-fourths are to be London and one-fou 
country members, The minimum continues to be twenty, 
exclusive of extraordinary members, who toa number not 
exceeding ten, may be elected annually by the Council from 
among the presidents of any other Law Society in the United 
Kingdom, not being established in the metropolis. 

Bye law 27. Proposed bye law 28. 

A vacancy in the Council can only be filled up at the annual 
general meeting, and in no case by the Council as under the 
existing bye law. 

Bye law 26. Proposed bye law 30. 

Retiring members of Council continue to be as heretofore, 
immediately eligible for re-election. 

Bye law 43. Proposed bye law 46. _ 

A slight alteration ie mada in the formalities required 
previous to affixing the common seal of the society, one 
meeting (instead of two meetings) of the Council being 
declared sufficient. 

Bye law 36. Proposed bye law 39. 

The power of the Council over the club rooms is extended, 
and these rooms are not, as heretofore, expressed to be for 
the use of such of the members and subscribers. as may’ be 
willing to subscribe thereto. 

Bye law 63. 

The bye law providing for the establishment of a registry 

of professional and other matters is omitted. 
Bye law 65. Proposed. bye law 65. 

The regulation for excluding a member for misconduct is 

endered more definite. 





THe RecorpER oF Lonpon.—There was some grumbling 
on Thursday at the meeting of the Common Council atthe 
prolonged absence of the Recorder of London in the United. 
States. Mr. Lowman Taylor said they were paying the 
Recorder £3,000 a year dnring his absence, and the 
Common-Sergeant over and above for discharging his. 
duties in the meantime, and Mr. Deputy Fry asked if they 
were to consider that the longer the absence of the right 





hon. gentleman the greater was the compliment to. the Cor. 
poration. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


A meeting of the General Committee of the above society 
of which Mr. Finch is chairman, was held at the Law In- 
stitution, Chancery-lane, yesterday (Friday) afternoon at 
two o’clock. Mr. Finch occupied the chair, and there 
were also present the following town members ;—~ 
Messrs. Lake (Hon. Sec.), Crowder, Wilmer, Brown, 
Lovell, Mellor, Guseotte, Vetch, Longbourne, Keen, 
J. Finch, E. E. Lake, G. E. Lake, A. R. Ford, Roscoe, 
Smith, T. C. Mills, Procter, Baker, Francis, Thorn, Tagart, 
Cowdell, Brook, Peck, Aldridge, Pedley, Gedge, Water- 
house, Squire, Preston, C. Longbourne, Peake, Wilde, C. 
Ford, C. Harrison, Jun., Russell, Alexander, Nunn, Elgood, 
Cobb, Upton, Bromley, Austie, Pennington, Hunter, T 
Beaumont, Proudfoot, and the following country members :— 
Messrs. Allen, Horton (Birmingham), Johnson (Birming- 
ham), Davenport (Oxford), Shirley, Whitcombe, (Glou. 
cester). 

The hon. secretary, Mr. Lake, having read several 
letters from gentlemen who were unable to be present, 

The CnarrMAN said he must congratulate his audience 
and himself on being met beneath the roof of their own 
institution rather than in a public tavern, as, at any rate, 
it protected him, for any application of the poets words, as 
to finding his “ warmest welcome at an inn, “ and he also 
drew the augury from there being at home that their 
labcurs would soon come to a peaceful termination. He 
then proceeded to refer at some length to the recent speeches 
of Mr. C. Lewis at the Freemasons’ Tavern, and the Guild- 
hall Coffee.House, taking exception chiefly to some pas- 
sages in which the bona fide character of their own, move- 
ment seemed in some degree questioned. He thought it was 
a matter of common notoriety that for some time past there 
had been a general opinion that measures ought to be 
taken for securing greater energy on the part of the 
Council, and making it a more really represeutative body. 
There was no doubt that matters did sometimes come 
under their notice on which action of the Council might be 
revoked. He might refer especially to the appointment 
made in 1858 to the solicitorship to the war office, the 
minister of the day appointing his own private solicitor to 
the vacancy, a matter which was not usual, 
and althouh he had nothing to say against the 
competency of the gentleman referred to, he be- 
lieved it was matter of general remark throughout the 
profession when he was struck off the roll of attornies, in 
order that he might keep his terms and be called to the 
bar, and when he continued virtually to hold office during 
the interval in which he was neither an attorney nor a 
barrister. He did not know whether the gentleman had 
ever heard of Lord Bacon's noble sentiment that every 
man owed a duty to his owa profession, tut certainly he 
did not act upon it, becoming on the contrary a principal 
actor in a transaction which might have the effect of de- 
priving the profession of one of the most valuable prizes, the 
solicitorshipto a public Government board. Referring toMr, 
Lewis's Committee, he expressed an opinion that the views 
of Mr. Lewis and his friends had been so far moderated 
that they might very much act together in harmony. He 
then proceeded to draw attention briefly to the paragraphs 
in the report of the sub-committee, which had been circu- 
lated, stating that the main difference between themselves 
and the body represented by Mr. Lewis was as to the 
means advocated for improving the condition of the 
Council. Considerable differences of opinion prevailed on 
that subject, but that was not to be regretted, for differ- 
ences always would exist upon subjects which did not 
admit of mathematical demonstration. The committee 
had prepared certain propositions which they had put 
before the Council, and which that body had adopted, 
namely, that the members retiring should be immediately 
eligible for re-election, and from all he had heard that 
seemed to him the strong pointinthis programme. In fact 
he could not put the point more neatly than it was put by 
Mr. Merriman at Mr. Lewis’s own meeting, when he said 
it was wrong in principle to lay down a cast-iron rale 
that when a gentleman’s time for retirement came round 
he should be precluded, whatever might be the value of his 
services, from re-election. It was. avery pretty metaphor 





which had crept into a great many of their discussions as. 
to fresh blood flowing through the body. but if that con- 
tinual flow of blood should reduce the strength of the 
Council toa stream of running water, it would be very. 
prejudicial. He thought if they looked at it in rather a 
broader view than Mr. Lewis took, it would be obvious that 
many gentlemen would not allow themselves to be nomi- 
nated for the Council in the face of a rule providing that 
when they had taken the trouble, and spent time and 
energy in gaining experience, they should be suddenly ex- 
cluded without cause or reason for twelve months. In 
fact it would preclude many from entering the Council at 
all, if when their turn came they were to be excluded, 
for they would never offer themselves again. He did 
not say that under no circumstances should such a 
rule be laid down, but every other means should be tried 
before resorting to it. If home lists were thoroughly 
abolished, and the election of members carried on by means 
of voting papers, so that the whole body could come and 
exercise their influence in voting, it would have the effect 
undoubtedly of making the Council a truly representative 
and responsible body. Ifa member by age or infirmity, or 
as it was termed by supineness or apathy, became unfit for 
his position, under the machinery of voting papers, he 
would very soon be got rid of, and the Council would thus 
be kept in a most efficient state. The report stated that 
the committee had placed themselves in communication 
with the Council who met them with the greatest courtesy, 
and, indeed, said that they were anxious to accept the 
aid of anyone who would lend them a helping hand 
in improving the constitution of their body. The Com. 
mittee had previously sketched out their own idea of what 
bye laws were necessary and by those now printed by the 
Council it would be seen tbat most of them had been ac- 
cepted. Some few alterations would probably be necessary 


| but they were of a minor character, and generally related 


to verbal amendments which it was believed could be very 
easily arranged. He would add that one of the resolutions 
to be submitted would provide for an account of the 
Society’s receipts and payments being printed and circu- 
lated, and to that he thought there could be no objection, 


' whilst another stated “that with the object of extending 


| 





the influence of the Society, the members of any other Law 
Society established in any place in the United Kingdom 
(except the metropolis) fer like or kindred purposes, shall, 
upon payment of such reduced admission fee and annual 
subscription as the Council may think reasonable, be 
eligible for admission as members of this Society.” Cer- 
tainly, if they could greatly augment the number 
of the body so as to make it really represent the 
profession at large, no matter how the Council were 
elected, it would necessarily bo improved in evéry 
way. It must be remembered by thoz:e who charged the 
Council with not adequately representivg the profession, 
that the profession did not adequately support them. In 
he provinces there were less than 700 members of the 
Society, whilst the London members were only 2,000, and 
if any machinery could be devised which should hold out 
an inducement to the country members to come and join, 
if would be almost a matier of course that the governing 
body must be vastly improved. Having briefly referred to 
another resolution which would enable members, in voting 
for members of the Council, to vote only for as many as 
they thought proper, instead of being obliged to fill up the 
whole list of vacancies, whether they approved of the can- 
didates or not, he concluded by moving “ That the Report 
of the sub-committee be received and adopted.” 


Mr. Horton (honorary secretary to the Birmingham Law 
Society) seconded the resolution, which was put, and 
carried unanimously. 

Mr. ALLEN (honorary secretary to the Worcesterehire 
Law Society) moved the next resolution:—‘‘ That this 
Committee, having taken into careful consideration the pro- 
posed bye-laws issued by the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, express their satisfaction that they are so 
framed as to embody the principles which the Committee 
was formed to support, namely, the eligibility of retiring 
members of Council for immediate re-election, and the in- 
troduction of voting papers as the means of election.” He 
said the Chairman had referred so fully to the first part of 
the resolution, that there was no need to enter upon it at 
length. The voting papers, he considered, would be a 
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great improvement in the rules of the Society, because it 
would give country members much more interest than they 
possessed at present. There could hardly be two opinions 
as to the eligibility of retiring members for re-election, for 
to be an efficient member it required larger experience 
than one year, and it would be greatly to be regretted that 
the Society should lose the advantages of such a man’s 
services. 

Mr. Roscog seconded the resolution. He said they were 
in no way the champions of the Council, but still they 
might congratulate themselves upon the friendly manner 
in which they had been met, the Council expressing their 
opinion that they were really strengthening their hands. 
These bye laws must be considered in a general sense, and 
not as tying them to every expression in them, for certainly 
there were some points with which they disagreed. He 
might particularly mention one point, that which had been 
referred to by the Chairman, that of obliging the voter to 
fill up the whole list of vacancies. 

Mr. Gepax said he should desire to suggest a slight 
alteration in this resolution, because it came before the 
one he was about to propose, referring to the point just 
mentioned. He would not, however, move an amendment, 
if it was distinctly understood that it was not intended to 
express their approval of what had been done by the 
Society on that point. Otherwise, he should propose to 
insert the words, “ Except as to bye law 18, par. 1, sec. d. 

Mr. CrowbzR suggested that the consideration of this 
resolution should be deferred until after the one to be moved 
by Mr. Gedge. 

This was agreed to, and 

Mr. Lake then rose to move—(c) “ That apart from 
verbal and minor amendments, the following alterations 
and additions should be introduced into the bye laws, 
namely :—(1) That the’ acconnt of the Society’s receipts 
and payments during the preceding year, as approved by 
the auditors, be printed and issued to the members of the 
Society, along with the notice convening the annual 
general meeting ; (2) That with the object of extending 
the influence of the Society, the members of any other 
Law Society established in any place in the United 
Kingdom (except the metropolis) for like ‘or kin- 
dred purposes, shall, upon payment of such reduced ad- 
missior fee and annual subscription as the Council may 
think reasonable, be eligible for admission as members of 
this Society.” This resolution consisted of two distinct 
parts, which he would treat separately. With regard to 
the accounts under the existing bye laws, they were not 
cireulated at all, but were simply laid before the 15th of 
April in the secretary’s room, where every one who chose 
might go and see them. There was no desire, he was sure, 
to keep back the accounts, but it was obvious that such a 
mode of submitting them was perhaps the most inconve- 
nient that could be devised. They were only open to those 
resident in London, and even to them it was a matter of 
great inconvenience to attend and examine them, and take 
extracts, if required ; whereas, if they were circulated in 
the usual way parties might study them carefully at home. 
He had heard reasons urged against publishing the accounts, 
which h2 believed had great weight with some persons, 
namely, that they were to some extent trustees of public 
money—some portion of the certificate tax being paid to the 
Society for public purpcses. That might be a difficulty, but 
it did not commend itself much to his own mind, nor ia he 
see why the Government body should be exempted from the 
liability of using, in an intelligible form, a detailed acceunt 
of its trusteeship. In fact Mr. Lewis made a great noint of 
this, that there was no means of ascertaining what the 
financial position of the Society was, or whether it was 
solvent or insolvent. With regard to the second branch of 
the resolution, if carried, he thought its operation would be 
first to induce members of the profession, in the country, to 
join their own societies, which was a matter of great impor- 
tance, and next, to join the London Society, which, in his 
opinion, was even of ora importance. This would lead 
to an increase in the feeling of esprit de corps, and tend to 
keep up the high tone of practice and professional feeling of 
etiquette. It would also, he believed, be a great step towards 
& proceeding which he hoped would some day be effected, 
which had already been favourably considered by some 
provincial societies, namely, an amalgamativn between that 
society and the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Society. 














He belonged to both, and it had always appeared to him 
a matter of some reproach that these two societies, having 
such kindred objects, could not be brought together. He 
also hoped the day would come when every attorney and 
solicitor would necessarily be a member of the Law Society, 
in the same way as a barrister was a member of an Inn of 
Court. He believed that was not by any means an im- 
possible consummation, and he thought such a course 
would tend to hasten it, and at the same time it would 
increase the popularity of the Society in the country. 

Mr. Crowpgr had much pleasure in seconding the reso- 
lution. It appeared to him that the present system of 
submitting the accounts was rather a hole and corner 
business. Nothing could be clearer than that all trustees 
ought to render accounts to the cestui que trusts in order 
that they might be seen to be correct. 

Mr. Prouproor objected to the second branch of the 
resolution seeing that country members already had great 
advantages in the matter of entrance fees aud subscriptions, 
and under these circumstances he thought the Society had 
already taken the matter into consideration and dealt with 
it. 

Mr. Surrury (of Doncaster) was also of opinion that at 
the present time the second branch of the resolution was 
not opportune. He hoped to see the day when every 
attorney would be a member of the Law Society, but he 
did not agree with Mr. Lake, that it would be a good thing 
to amalgamate the two Law Societies. He thought if 
coun members would not subscribe £1 a year they 
would not join at all. There was at present a rule’ by 
which the Council might elect as extraordinary members 
of the Council any members of the Society who at the 
time of the election should hold offico as president of any 
law society in the kingdom. Therefore the president of a 
country law society might be upon the Council, and that 
was, he thought, as much as could be expected. 

Mr. Cuas. Foro said ho would support clause 1 of the 
resolution, and was rather surprised that it had not been 
introduced long ago. With regard to No. 2, he should pro- 
pose to substitute the word “ reestablishing” for “ extend- 
ing,’ for he thonght the small number of country members 
arose from the dilatory action of the Council for many years 
past. He was sorry to hear the disparaging observations 
upon Mr. Lewis made by the Chairman in his opening 
speech, as he thought they were all labouring in a common 
cause. 

The Crairman said he thought it would perhaps be con- 
venient to put the two parts of the resolution separately. 
The first portion was then put, and carried unanimously. 

Mr. GepcE could not vote for the second branch of the 
resolution, as he thought they would only be making them- 
selves too cheap. 

Mr. Preston said that, altbough he held a brief on-behalf 
of a country member to oppose any reduction of subscrip- 
tions, for himself he should cordially support the resolution, 

Mr. Lakg, in replying to what had been advanced, said 
the object of the resolution was to enable the Council to 
make a distinction between country solicitors who did and 
who did not belong to any locel societies. There were no 
less than eighteen provincial societies in active operation 
besides seven or eight more in a state of suspended anima. 
tion, and those eighteen had nearly 2,000 members. 

Mr. Forp remarked that the matter was left to the 
Council to deal with, it was not a positive enactment. 

The resolution was then put, and carried by a majority 
of 12 to 7. 

Mr. Genes then moved, “That the words ‘ or fewer’ in 
bye law 18, par. 1, sect. d, should be expunged, and that no 
restriction should be placed on the right of every member 
to vote for as few or as many candidates as he may think 
fit, provided that he do not attempt to give more votes than 
there are vacancies to fill up.” He said the object was per- 
fectly clear. In the first place they wanted proper ropre-_ 


: sentation of the views of all the members, and, secondly, 


as far as possible that each should exercise his individual 
judgment with regard to those candidates whom he 
supported. His reason for objecting to Mr. Lewis's 
proposal of- taking the votes by proxy was, that 
if they voted by proxy a number of people, exer- 
cising no individual jadgment whatever, trusted some 
other person to go and act for them in the selection of 
candidates to become members of the Council. The bye 
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laws, as proposed by the Council, would render it most diffi. 
cult for members to exercise individual judgment, and 
would almost compel them to vote by proxy, since many 
members, only being acquainted with some of the can- 
didates, would have to vote either for persons whom they 
disliked, or whom they knew nothing of. They would 
thus be obliged either to vote haphazard, or ask some one 
else to guide their choice. All this was totally opposed to 
the modern course of legislation with regard to represen- 
tation, which was to give the minority an opportunity of 
being heard. If there were a list of ten men, who were 
all retiring members, and they would always have a 
great pull over all others with regard to re-election, those 
ten might be re-elected by a minority of the members, 
because in order to secure any one candidate being 
elected, it would be necessary to vote for nine others 
with him. In parliamentary elections the principle of 
a minority representation had now been introduced in the 
three-cornered constituencies, as it was found that the right 
of plumping was not sufficient to secure the rights of the 
minority. How much harder was it, then to take away 
even theright of plumping. In the School Board elections 
the matter had been carried still farther by the accumula- 
tive vote, and Mr. Cobden’s plan of giving each elector 
only one vote had the same end in view. They would 
therefore be going entirely in a retrograde direction if they 
adopted the bye law as at present drawn. He believed 
the objection was made that one insignificant person might 
by canvassing about, get a large number of people to vote 
for him, but he did not see any possibility of such a thing 
taking place. He had worked the question out mathe- 
matically, and he found that if there were 10 going out and 
900 members wished to have them all in again, and there 
were others who wished to have a. new member, some 
gentleman who would be a valuable member of the Society, 
unless they made a dead set against any one of the 
ten it would be necessary for the new member 
to receive 9,001 votes in order to secure his election. This 
was on the suspicion that the machinery of caucuses, and 
similar machinery as carried out in America, was not 
adopted. Of course if a dead set were made against one 
outgoing member, then 901 votes would do it, but assuming 
that they who voted for the new member would, as in or- 
dinary circumstances they would, divide their other votes 
amongst the remaining 10 in about equal proportions, it 
would require, as he had said, 9,001 votes to secure the 
election of the new member. If 5 new members were put 
up.then the number required would be 12,061 against the 
900, and if there were nine, then only 1,001 would be re- 
quired. 

Mr. Prouproor seconded the proposition. 

Mr. Jounson supported it, and gave a practical illustra- 
tion of how the system of filling up the whole list operated 
in a society in Birmingham—the Old Library. There there 
wasa rule that everybody must vote, and-vote for the whole 
number of vacancies. The consequence was that there 
was no institution in the town in which the old members 
were re-elected with such persevering regularity ; in fact, 
it was very difficult indeed for a new member to be elected 
at all. People who knew some ten or twelve out of the 
twenty required, would vote for those, and then wken they 
came to the end of their knowledge: they would put the 
first names on the list, or the names of ladies, or even of 
persons who were dead, in order to escape the disagreeable 
necessity of filling up the vacancies. 

Mr. CHARLES Harrison said he could not support the 
resolation, nor did he quite follow Mr. Gedge's mathe 
matical argument, which he thought a little further inves" 
gation would prove to be unsound. That gentleman’. 
analogy was taken from political elections, but that did no 
applf to their society. It appeared to him that any gent 
tleman who had plenty of leisure at command might, by- 
taking the trouble to canvass, get a considerable number 
of votes merely by calling on his friends asking for their 
vo tes, and the result would be, there would bea plumping 
operation, and such a person might get himself up at the 
head of the list, while yet, in reality, he did not represent 
the general body of the members. If, on: the other hand, 


the-words “ or fewer ” were retained, he could not indace 
people to vote for him, without their also voting for nine 
other gentlemen, and thusan equality would be maintained. 
i i in which a gentleman in avery 


-—" 
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large society, being thoroughly acquainted with the system 
of organisation, thongh not at all an important member of 
the society, nevertheless came out at every election thou- 
sands and thousands of votes at the head of the list. 

Mr. E. Bromiry asked whether, if the resolution were 
passed, members would be able to give more than one 
vote to any candidate. It appeared to him the wording 
was somewhat ambiguous, 

Mr. Gepcr said no; the only object was to prevent the 
necessity of members voting for gentlemen whom they did 
not approve of. However, to avoid all ambiguity, he was 
quite willing for the resolution to stop at the word 
‘*expunge,” the. latter part being only argumenta- 
tive. He did not think Mr. Harrison’s argument was 
entitled to very much weight, since it went on 
the supposition than an idle man with great powers 
of organisation—and with sach abilities it would be rather 
strange if his time were not better occupied—would not 
only be able to induce a great number of members to vote 
for him, but would also so persuade them of his superior 
ability that they would vote for no one else. He conld 
only say that if such were the case he ought to be elected, 
and probably would do good service on the Council. 

The CuarrMan then put the resolution as amended, when 
it was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Attan’s resolution was then put and carried, with 
the addition of the words ‘‘subject to the foregoing reso- 
lation.” 

Mr. LonaBoukns said he had intended to move “that in 
order to afford country members of the society greater 
facilities for expressing their opinion on matters of profes- 
sional interest, it is desirable that a general meeting of 
the society be held annually in the provinces, at such place 
as the Counci! shall from time to time select.” He pro. 
posed, however, to strikeout the preamble, because that was 
not the only reason wliy these provincial meetings should 
be held, and to begin with the words “ thatit is desirable.” 
He then mentioned various large towns in which the In- 
corporated Law Society was very feebly represented, though 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Society had a great 
number of members in all these places. This he attri- 
buted to the fact of the meetings being held in the country, 
as it caused greater interest to be taken in the proceedings. 
He then referred to the report of the latter society to show 
that a scheme for amalgamation had already been favour- 
ably entertained, and stated his belief that if this resolu- 
tion were carried it would speedily lead to a fusion of the 
two societies. 

Mr. Davenport (of Oxford) seconded the resolution. 

Mr. GepGr objected to it, for he thought London was 
much more convenient for a meeting to be held at any 
time than any country town which could be selected. 

Mr. Sxrxvey entertained the same feeling, and should 
therefore vote against it. The country members looked 
up to London as the metropolis, and to the Incorporated 
Law Society, and they might as well expect Parliament or 
the Court of Queen’s Bench to hold its sittings. in the 
country as for that society todo so. He thought it would 
be very detrimental to their position to at all attempt a 
rivalry with the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Society. 

Mr. Crowper said the resolution did not at all involve 
what seemed to be understood, that the annual meeting 
was to ba held in the country instead of in London. The 
meetings proposed were something additional, which would 
either be: useful, in which case no one could object. to 
them, or useless, in which case they would soon become 
obzole.@ 

Mr. Keen supported the resoluticn, as did also Mr, 
CHaRLes Forp. 

Mr. Urron objected to the resolution. It would often be 
inconvenient for Loudon members to attend a meeting in 
the country, and they might be, out-voted by those on the 
spot. 

P Mr. Wuitcomse (of Gloucester) supported the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. Laks. suggested that it should be an occasional 
general meeting, instead of an annual general meeting, 

Mr. Cuas. Harrison said under the existing bye laws 
there was always power to call a. meeting anywhereon & 
requisition, if there were special matters for discussion, 

The resolution as amended was put, and carried. by; a mar 
jority of 11 to.9, 
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Mr. CuaRLEs Harrison said as a resolution had already 
been carried for affiliating members of country societies it 
became necessary, in order to prevent that beiug abso- 
lutely illusory, to give them powers of voting. There 
might. be important questions for decision on which gen- 
tlemen in the country would be unable to vote under the 
present regulations, and he therefore proposed “ that any 
country member, not present at any general meeting , shall 
have the right to vote in person, such right to be exercised 
only in the following events, and subject to the following 
conditions, and to be limited to the acceptation or rejec- 
tion of any motion voted upon at any general meeting 
or adjournment thereof :—(a.) 
members present, or in the event of three-fourths of the 
country and extraordinary members of the Council 
(as defined by the new Charter) present at any such 
annual meeting, resolving, on the day of the said meet- 
ing — (which resolution is to be recorded on the minutes of 
the Council) — that any motion or motions submitted at 
such meeting is of sufficient importance that the opinion 
of the absent country members should be taken. (b.) Such 
vote shall be received only on the personal attendance of 
the member within seven days after the motion shall have 
been voted upon, and shall be recorded by and upon personal 
attendance before the following persons:—1. The Presi- 
dent of any law society to which the member voting may 
belong, provided such president is willing thereupon to 
transmit such vote to the secretary of the law society iu 
London. 2. Any one of the extraordinary members of the 
Council, who shall be thereupon bound to transmit the same 
tothe said secretary. 3. That all votes so received by the 
secretary of the Society within ten days after any motion 
shall have been voted, shall be handed to the president and 
duly recorded in the minutes, and shall be taken and 
have the same effect as votes given in person on any 
motion at any general meeting; and the result of 
any motion shall be determined having regard to 
such votes and the votes of the members present. 
He believed the only alternative was the proxy system, 
which was very objectionable. Many country practitioners 
asked what benefit they should obtain by joining the 
society, but he submitted that if this were carried, it would 
be an answer to the question. 

Mr. Preston seconded the resolution, remarking that if it 
were: not passed they would be told, and rightly, that a 
proxy system was necessary. 

Mr. Crowper supported the motion, which was then put 
and carried. 

Mr. Harrison said he would not propose the other reso» 
lation, of which he had given notice in deference to the 
wishes of several members, who thought them objection- 
able or unnecessary, but conient himself with briefly 
stating the reasons why he thought it desirable to fix a 
certain date for the annual meeting, and to require a 
suretyship of £500 for every member, &c., as stated in ihe 
circular he had issued. 

Mr. SuintEy moved “That the sub-committee be re- 
quested to revise the proposed bye laws, to embody therein 
the principles affirmed by the foregoing resolutions, and to 
submit the necessary amendments to the general meeting 
of ‘the Society, to be held on the 21st proxime.” In so doing 
he drew special attention tc the concluding paragraph in 
the report, referring to the expenses which had been in- 
curred, and said he should be happy to contribute two 
guineas, 

Mr. Rirron seconded the resolution, and desired to add 
to it an expression of thanks to the sub-committee and 
especially to the Chairman for their valuable labours. 

The resolution being carried, was briefly acknowledged 
by the Chairman and the proceedings then terminated. 





LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of. the Law Amendment Society, on Mon- 
day evening, Mr. F. 8. Reilly,M.A., barrister-at-law, read a 
paper entitled, “On a Code or a Digest.” The chair was 
taken by Mr. Joseph Brown, Q.C., in the absence.of Lord 
Ww , who was prevented by. illness from attending, 

Mr. Reilly said that the difference between a code and a 
digest. might be stated broadly by saying that a digest 
stated the law asit existed, while a code modified or abolished 
portions of the law, and enacted other portions, converting 
the whole into statute law. -A code must be enacted, but a 


In the event of the ! 








digest was not enacted. There were grave objections to 
attempting to enact a complete code of English law. In 
fact, to frame a general code of English law was not 
practicable, even if it were desirable, but the framing of a 
digest was both desirable and practicable. We had thecommon 
law, the statute law, and the law which had been mainly 
created by judicial decisions, and a good digest of all three 
would be most advantageous in the study of thelaw. The 
commissioners who had been appointed to consider this 
question reported in favour of a digest, but they were not 
charged with the duty of making a digest themselves. He 
quoted largely from the two reports of the Commission in 
which they madesome recommendations as tothead vantageof 
at once starting a general digest of the law, and he vindicated 
the Commission from many of the charges brought against 
them both by the profession and the outside public, observ- 
ing that they, were asked merely to inquire and not te act, 
and to report on the expediency and process of a certain 
thing, but not to carry it out. The cost of the Commission 
had been £5,227, besides printing and stationery, and Sir 
John Coleridge had expressed regret that the money spent 
upon it had not been applied to the making of a code instead 
of in trying to make a digest. His plan of making a code was 
to employ three or four 5 nnn with judicial salaries; this 
would amount at least to £15,000 a year, which for 10 years 
would amount to £150,000. Then their pensions would be 
likely to amount to £42,000 inall; and the salaries, &c., of 
ubordinates most likely would be £68,000, bringing the total 
up to a quarter of » million ; not too much, no doubt, for a 
good code, but the difficulties in the way of framing a code 
were insuperable. Mr, Justice Willes had declired that a 
digest would be but a makeshift for a code or fora series of . 
codes, though the digest would be most valuable as an aid 
to the study of the law. No body of men could, however, 
be empowered to alter the whole body of law, and in fact 
this could only be done by Parliament, but the discussion of 
a code in Parliament wasimpossible. He read extracts from 
the address of Mr. Fitzjames Stephen on codification, 
discussing his arguments and maintaining that the various 
bills which he had suggested, codifying the pints 
features of our law, such as real property, the private rela- 
tions of life, crime, contract, wrong, and trust, would never 
pass Parliament in an intelligible and practicable ~ 
Tn allusion to the Indian code, Mr. Reilly said that this 
might be more properly, in fact, considered a digest. 
There was one point upon which they might all agree ; that, 
namely, mentioned by the Attorney-General, who said that 
he believed the first great law reform to be the appointment 
of a Minister charged with enforcing the observance of the 
law. There ought, also, to be a committee of the Privy 
Council on law, with a vice-president, for the appointment 
of whom a short Act might be passed, framed in nearly the 
same words as that. of the 19th and 20 Victoria, for appoint- 
ing a vice-president of the Committee on Education. 

Mr. Firzsames Srernen said, that Mr. Reilly had urged 
that Parliament conld never enact anything in the nature of 
a code. This was to pay a very poor compliment to the 
Legislature of the country. He believed that Parliament 
was fully capable of deciding the general priciples and policy 
ofa code of any subject. of law which might be brought be- 
fore. them, and would be content to leave tho merely 
technical details of the scheme embodying those principles 
to a Select Committee, which might be appointed to frame 
them, and in which they would have every confidence. He, 
therefore, thought that Mr. Reilly was wrong in — 
the incapacity of Parliament to deal with such matters. 
he thought Parliament unfit to consider the subject he would 
say let the subject of law reform alone. Mr. Reilly objected 
that the plan of a code did not include all law at once, but he 
thought if we waited to do such a piece of work we should 
never get it done. To take one special branch at the time, 
and to deal with it, would give us what might not be a code, 
but would in any case bea very useful thing. An important 
evidence of the value of. such a course was the Indian 
criminal law. If we were to have an exhaustive digest 
which should deal separately with common law and equit 
which should give us the law asit is, preserving its elasti 
and all that was in it, he feared no library would hold ii 
He had seen recently a digest of the law of conspiracy in. 

reparation by Mr. Wright,. and if occupied from 90 'to 100 
rge octavo pages,much being very closely printed. They 
did not want to.repeat and collect everything that bad trans- 
pired in the history. of the law, but they desired rather 
make a new: start, leaving that history to be gathered 
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such as desire to do so, from the text and year books. The 
plain truth was that what people wanted, and could have if 
they chose to insist upon it, was a plan by which a very 
much shorter, plainer, and more practicable version of the 
law than that which they had at present, could be laid before 
them. That, he thought, could be best effected by the 
making of a variety of codes ashe had previously suggested. 
He thought Mr. Reilly's digest would do nothing but add 
one more enormous text book to the large nu:nber already 
in existence. 

Mr. Epwarp Wenster thought that a digest without a 
code would be utterly useless, and that if we waited for a 
code until we should first have a digest we should never 
have a code. 

Sir H. Turine, K-C.B., thought Mr. Reilly was rigkt as 
to the impossibility of getting a complicated matter like a 
code through Parliament with any prospect of its ever com- 
ing out in an intelligible and useful shape. Every member 
of Parliament considered himself a lawyer. Every one of 
them had a crotchet on every subject brought forward, and 
every one tried to get tho bills altered to suit bis own ideas. 
The consequence was, as Mr. Reilly had stated, that the 
entire virtue and effect of a code of laws would be destroyed 
while passing the Legislature. Dr. Waddilove and several 
other gentlemen continued the discussion, and the chairman 
concluded by briefly summing up the arguments. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The thirtieth half-yearly general meeting of the mem- 
bers an friends of this association was held at the Incor- 
ar Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, London, on 

Vednesday last, the 23rd inst., to receive the directors 
report and statement of acceunts for the half-year ; and fo 
the transaction of other business. Park NELSON, Esq., the 
deputy chairman (in the unavoidable absence of John 
Clayton, Esq., of Newcastle-on-Tyne, the chairman of the 
Board of Directors), presidel:—Mr. Eiffe (Secretary) read 
the notice of meeting, the previous minutes, and the report 
of the directors, which was as follows :— 

“The directors have the pleasure to present this their 
thirtieth half-yearly report of the progress and operations of 
the association. 

During the half-year ending the 31st of March last, 80 
new members were admitted to the association, thus increas- 
ing its aggregate number.to 2,252, of whom 779 are life mem- 
bers, and 1,473 annual subscribers. Twenty-two of the life 
members are also annual contributors. 

The usnal audited abstract of the accounts is appended, 
from which it will be seen that the receipts during the half. 
year amounted, with the balance of £189 12s. 11d. from the 
previous account, to £1,855 14s. 6d. 

Included in the contributions received during the half- 
wt is a donation of £100 from the representatives of the 

ate Thomas Loftus, Esq., solicitor, of New Inn, London, a 

non-member ; and another of £50 from the widow of the 
late Edward Palmer Clarke, Esq., solicitor, of Wymond- 
ham, Norfolk, who was a member of this association. 

During the half-year a sam of £400 has been paid in 
grants of relief to the necessitous widows and families of 
eleven deceased members, and during the same period £195 
in relieving the necessitous families of twenty-one deceased 
solicitors who were not members of this association. 

A sum of £800 has been invested in the purchase of India 
four per cents, and the total funded capital of the associa- 
tion is now consequently increased to £24,389 10s. 3d. 
Stock ; consisting of £6,583 3s. 8d. Consols, £7,803 17s. 8d. 
India five per cents. £5,782 19s. 4d. India four per cents, 
£3,907 London and North Western Railway four per cent., 
Perpetual Debenture Stock, £250 London and St. Katharine 





| 


Docks four per cent. Debenture Stock, and £62 10. 6d. Three ' 
per cent. Reduced Annuities, producing together dividends ' 


amounting to £970 per annum. 

A balance of £97 7s. 6d. remains to the credit of the 
association with the Union Bank of London, and a sum of 
£15 is in the Secretary’s hands. 


The directors much regret to have to record the decease of — 


one of their colleagues elected at the last autumn general 
meeting, Mr. James Sharp, of Southampton. The vacancy 
created by his death has not yet been filled up. 

At the last spring general meeting it will be remembered 
that an alteration of the 17th rule, so as to enable the 
association to increase the number of auditors from two to 
three, was first brought under discussion, but for want of 


a quorum the subject was then adjourned, a resolution 
recommending the proposed enlargement being at the 
same time passed by those who were present. At the 
subsequent autumn = meeting it was intended to 
have brought forward the proposition again ; but for the 
same reason it was a second time postponed. It will be 
submitted for your consideration at this ensuing meeting as 
a useful provision, 

The directors have great pleasure in announcing that 
the Hon. Mr. Justice Denman has kindly consented to 
preside at the ensning anniversary festival of this associa- 
tion, which (with the premi-sion of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society) is appointed to be held at the 
Society’s Hall, in Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 25th 
of June next. The board of directors very earnestly hope 
for the kind co-operation of all their professional brethre1 
throughout the kingdom in their endeivour to render this 
ensuing festival a success. 

Already seventy-nine gentlemen have given in their 
names as stewards, and the secretary will be glad to receive 
the names of other gentlemen ; as well as contrib itions for 
announcement at the festival.” 

Tue CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption and circulation 
of the report in the usual manner, observed that there were 
some matters connected with it which appeared to be the 
subject for congratulation, and to which he desired to call 
the attention of the meeting. The number of new members 
elected during the half year was eighty, whereas in the 
corresponding of the previous half year it had been 
sixty-three only. The gross receipts of the association for 
the half year had been less than in the corresponding period 
of the former year, owing to the large donation from the 
executors of Mr. John Saunders having formed an item in 
the account for the earlier period, but the ordinary receipts 
ef the society for the last six months had exceeded those 
of the corresponding period of 1872 by the sum of £135 
73. 5d. The directors had availed themselves of the power 
given to them by the resolution of the general meeting in 
April, 1871, of applying the annual subscriptions in addition 
to the dividends on the invested fund for the purposes of 
relief, The sum expended in relief during the last half 
year had amounted to £595, while in the corresponding 
period of 1872 the amount was £440. The Chairman ex- 
pressed his satisfaction that the objection which had formerly 
been urged to the amount of relief afforded to the families of 
non-members no longer existed, inasmuch as the sum 
granted to the widows and families of members during the 
rast half year (in sums varying from £80 to £10) had been 
£400, while the sums granted to the widows and families of 
non-members had not exceeded £195. The Chairman 
congratulated the meeting on an announcement which, 
within the last few days, had been made to the directors, of 
a large addition to the funds of the association, by the 
liberality of the late Miss Hannah Brackenbury. He said 


| that in the year 1865 it had come to the knowledge of the 


directors that the lady in question was seeking objects on 
which to expend the considerable fortune of which she was 
ossested, and that on that occasion their secretary, Mr. 
biffe, had addressed a most judicious letter to her, drawing 
her attention to the objects of this association. To that 
letter no immediate answer had been returned, but in the 
course of the last week a letter had been received from 
Messrs. Hill, Fitzhugh, and Woolley, solicitors, of Brighton, 
announcing the death of Miss Brackenbury, and that she 
had, by her will, bequeathed to this association the sum of 
£3,000, to be paid within six months. The Chairman 
added that tae will contained various other charitable be- 
quests, but that amongst the foremost of them was that 
to this association. The Chairman then alluded to the 
forthcoming festival of the association on the 25th of June, 
and expressed a hope that the Hon. Mr. Justice Denman, 


| who had kindly consented to preside on the occasion, would 
' be well supported by the attendance of members, and that 


a liberal response would be made to the claims of the 
association. The motion having been seconded by Mr. W. 
J. Fraser, was passed unanimously. 

A resolution was then moved by Mr. Sidney Smith, and 
seconded by Mr. John B. Monckton, having for its object 
the addition of a third auditor to the association, as a con- 
venient provision recommended by the board, and the same 
was unanimously carried, the full number of members re- 
quired by the rules to form a quorum being present and 
voting in its favour. 
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The usual resolutions were then passed, acknowledging 
the services of the directors and auditors, the kindness of 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society in permitting 
the use of their buiiding for the meeting of the association, 
and that of the Chairman in presiding. 

The CuatrMan, in acknowledging on the part of the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society (of which he is 
the president this year,) the vote of thanks for the accom- 
modation afforded, assured the meeting of the pleasure 
which it gave the Council to promote the comfort and 
advance the objects of this association ; and in responding 
to the vote of thanks to himself for presiding, expressed 
his regret at the unavoidable absence of their Chairman, 
Mr. Clayton, by whom he said the chair would have been 
so much more ably filled; assured the meeting of hiy deep 
interest in the objects of the association, and of his obliga- 
tion for the manner in which his humble services has been 
ace*pted and acknowledged. 

The meeting, which was very numerously attended by 
mem! ers of the profession, then conclnded. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this Society, on Tuesday last (Mr, A. G. 
Harvie in the chair), the question discuss-d was as fellows : 
—** Can the liberty of the press be conveniently curtailed ” 
Tn the absence of Mr. Gordon, the question was opened by 
Mr. Nicholls, and ultimately decided in the negative by the 
unanimous vote of the society. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this Society was held at the Norfolk Club, 
Arundel street, Strand, on Wednesday, the 23rd April, Mr. 
H. H. Ransford in the chair. Mr. Rubenstein centinued the 
discussion of the adjourned subject for debate, namely— 
‘«That the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill is worthy of 
support.’’ The motion was carried by a majority of six. 
Mr. G. E. Browne then opened the subject for the evening’s 
debate, namely—‘‘That Mr. Hinde Palmer’s Married 
Women’s Property Bill will effect a satisfactory amendment 
of the law.”” The further consideration of the subject was 
adjourned until the next meeting. 





BRISTOL ARTICLED CLERKS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at the Law Library, 
Small-street, on Thursday cvening, the 17th of April, 1873, 
Henry Cooke Esq., solicitor occupying the chair. ‘The 
subject for discussion was —“ Can a notice to quit which does 
not correctly specify the time of the determination of the 
hag have any legal operation?” The chief speakers 
were Messrs. Jacques and Baker and after a considerable 
discussion it was unanimously decided in the negative. 








THE CHARGE AGAINST MR. S. H. HEAD. 


At the Justice-room of the Mansion House, on Wednesday 
last, Samuel Heath Head, solicitor, of No. 5, Eastcheap, 
was committed for trial on a charge of unlawfully appro- 
priating to his own use the proceeds of a cheque for 
£756 3s. 101, which had beenentrusted to him for a 
specific purpose. 

The circumstances, says the Zimes, extending over some 
years, were exceedingly prolix and complicated. It ap- 
peared that in July, 1846, a Mr. John Wicks died, leaving 
as his executors and trustees his widow ; Mr. Clunn, an 
hotel-keeper in Covent-garden ; and Mr, ‘Turner, the com- 
plainant. In September, 1868, the widow died, and the 
surviving trustecs then divided the property of which she 
and her husband had been possessed, in accordance with 
the provisions in their wills, except a sum of £756 3s. 10d., 
about which there was likely to be some dispute. To 
avoid litigation and to save trouble, they elected, under the 
Trustee Relief Act, to pay the sum into the Court of Chan. 
cery ; and with that view Mr. Turner, in July, 1869, 
handed to the defendant, who had acted as their attorney, 
a cheque upon the Bank of England for the amount. Mr. 
Turner heard nothing more of the mutter ill early in this 
year, when, much tohis surprise, he found himself adefendant 
ina Chancery suit, brought for the recovery of the money. 
He then learnt that the sum had never been paid into 
court at all, and that he and his co-trastee were therefore 





liable, not only for the amount itself, but for interest upon 
it since 1869, and the costs of the suit. Healso learnt for 
the first time that other suits had been brought against him 
and Mr. Clann, of which up to that moment he had known 
nothing. The money, since these proceedings were taken 
befor the Lord Mayor, had been paid into court. A pecu- 
liar circumstance in the case was that the co-trustee of 
Mr. Turner took no part in the prosecution, and that one 
of his sons became bail for the defendant. The defence 
was that the defendant, who it was stated, had practised 
his profession in the City of London for 16 or 17 years 
without a stain on his professional integrity although he 
might have acted carelessly in the transaction in question, 
had done so with no corrupt intention. The cheque was 
an open one, payable to his firm, and he believed he had 
authority to negotiate it. 

The Lord Mayor in giving his decision, observed that 
the trade of this country, and, he might say, the social life 
of this country, could not be carried on if persons had not 
confidence in their solicitors. Mr. Tarner signed an affi- 
davit which was a direction to the defendant as to the sum 
of money in question, and the statute said that if a person 
received a sum of money with a direction in writing to 
apply it to a specific purpose and failed to do so, he commit- 
ted an offence. Now, he could not help thinking that, 
as between Mr. Turner and Mr. Head, Mr. Head did fail 
to apply the money to the specific purpose. Then, again, 
the question ocearred, was it retained in good faith? Mr. 
Turner said he did not sanction its retention, and was not 
consulted in reference to it. He thought that was contrary 
to good faith, and the matter being of so much importance, 
he felt that he would not be doing his duty if he did not 
commit the defendant for trial. 

Tho defendant was admitted to bail to the amount of 
£1,500, namely, his own recognizances for £500, and two 
sureties for £500 each. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
Last Quoration, April 25, 1873. 


8 per Cent, Consuls, 93} | Annuities, April, ’85 93 
Ditto for Account, May 5, 93 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. iy08 183 
Ex Bills, 21000, — per Ct. par 





3 per Cent. Reduced 92} } 
New 3 per Cont., 923 Ditto, £500, Do —par 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £100 & £200, — par 

Do. 2} per Cont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock. 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 | Ct. (last half-year) 245 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— | Ditto for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
{ndiaStk.,10jpCt.Apr.'74,205 , Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 


Dittofor Account. — | Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 105 
vitto Sper Cent., Jaly,’80 111 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’64— 


Ditto 4 perCeat., Oos. '88 105 Do.Do, 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 101 
Ditto, ditto ,vertificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct,, £1000 
itto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.97| Dittc, ditto,ander £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 
















































| Railways. \Paid.| Closing Prices, 

Stock! Bristol and Exeter .......ceccccceceerseseeeserseeeeces 112 
Stock Caledoni “ 974 
Stock! Giasgow and South-Western 126 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock . 42 
Stock Great Northern ........--cecserseeeerees 126 
Stock) Do., A Stock*..... 139 
Stock) Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 14 
Stock) Great Western—Original.....osso-coseereeseeeeseee 100 124 
Stock’ Lancashire and Yorkshire  ........sccssesscecseree 100 150 
Stock) Lundon, Brighton, and South Coast ..........4 100 75 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover.... ++e| 100 23, 
Stock’ London and North-Western 100 144 
St ck! London and South Western.......... 100 105¢ 
Stck Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln | 100 

Stock) Metropolitan | 100 uf 
Stxk  Do., Distriet | 100 

Stock, Midland | 100 187 
Stock North British 100 685 
Stoek| North Eastern | 100 162 
Stock North London | 100 tis 
Stock! North Staffordshire ........-+8 escodensescsecsbceseee | 100 70 
Stock) South Devon | 100 73 
Stuck, South-Eastern <ecsee-oo} 100 107 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid te B. 
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Monry MARK&T AND City INTELLIGEND®. 

The bank rate has not been altered this week. 

At the olose cf last week there was an improvement on 
the average of from } to } per cent. in the leading English 
lines. Metropolitan roso 2 per cent. on & rumour that the 
surplus land was likely to be advantageously disposed of. 
Prices continued steady during Monday, but,on the follow- 
ing day there was a relapse, and the market has since been 
dull. There has been novery important change in the Foreign 
market ; Egyptian securities had rather a severe fall on 
Tuesday, in consequence of rumours that a new and large 
loan will shortly be announced. The news of the defeat 
of the Dutch forces in Batavia also caused a depression 
in Dutch stock on Monday. Spanish securities have been 
slightly better. American securities have been favour- 
ably affected by the decline in the premium on gold and the 
rise of the exchange on London, 

The prospectus has been issued of the Inns of Court 
Hotel, (Limited), a company formed to purchase the Inns 
of Court Hotel, Holborn, with the option of acquiring the 
unfinished building connected therewith in Lincoln’s Inn 
Fields, in close proximity to the new Law Courts. The 
prospectus states that the Hotel has recently undergone 
extensive alterations, and now compares most favourably 
with any First-class Hotel in London. Preliminary 
arrangements havebeen entered into to acquire, for the sum 
of £30,000, a lease of the Hotel for a term of 99 years, at a 
ground rent of £1,535 perannum. The furniture, fixtures, 
fittings, and other effects, upon which about £20,000 has 
been expended, are to be taken upon payment of sum of 
£10,000 or at a valuation at the Company’s option. The 
Company will also have the right of acquiring the un- 
finished building, fronting Lincoln’s Inn, communicating 
with the Hotel, upon terms equally advantageous, It is 
added that looking to the improvements now going on in 
the immediate neighbourhood, and especially the erection 
of the new Law Courts and the extension of the London, 
Chatham and Dover Railway to the Holborn Viaduct, it is 
reasonably believed that the properties now acquired by 
this Company will rapidly increase in value. And refer- 
ence is made to the case of the Langham Hotel which was 
purchased by a Joint Stock Company for about half its 
original cost, under somewhat similar circumstances. The 
last dividend paid to the proprietors in that undertaking 
was at the rate of Fifteen per cent., besides handsome 
additions to the Reserved Funds. 

The report of the directors of the London and Provircial 
Law Assurance Society, read at the annual meeting on 
Wednesday last, states that the new policies effected in the 
past year have been 151 in number, assuring £214,735, 
and producing £8,845 18s. 8d. in premiums, of which latter 
amount £2,759 6s. 8d. was received for single premiums. 
The total premium revenue, after deducting the re-as- 
surance premiums, was £82,383 2s. 3d.; and the total 
revenue from all sources was £113,210 12s.5d. The net 
claims upon the Society were £81,015 10s. 10d. This 
sum is rather in excess of the past experience of the 
Society, but fluctuations of this nature are incidental to 
the business of life assurance. The total funds of the 
Society, after providing for all emerged liabilities, 
amounted to £646,769 6s. 8d., and were invested at a rate 
of interest averaging £417s. 9d. percent. The amount 
added to the funds of the past year was £15,006 19s. 3d. 

The subscription list of the Costa Rica Gold Mining 
Company will be closed on Tuesday, the 29th inst., for 
London, and Wednesday, the 30th inst., for the country. 
His Excellency the Senor Saenz, Minister Plenipotentiary, 
and Senor Manuel Peralta, the Secretary of Legation in 
London, have permitted the directors to refer intending 


investors to them, as to the exceptional value and impor- 


tance of the mines acquired by this company. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGEF, AND DEATHS 


BIRTHS. 
ArmMstrRonG—On April 21, at Ealing, the wife of John Arm- 


strong, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
CrowTHER—On April 2I, at Holly Lodge, Keston, Kent, the 


wife of Alfred H. Crowther, of at — _ = 
» Lwickenham, wife | 


Druce—On April 19, at Norfolk Vil 


of 8. B. L. Druce, of Lincoln’s-inn,{ barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter, 


| Maxrns—On April 19, at 19, Prince of Wales’-terrace, Ken- 
sington Palace, the wife of Henry Francis Makins, barrister- 
at-law, of a daughter. 

NzgwrTron—On April 20, at Forest House, Preseot, near Liver- 

| pool, the wife of James Banner Newton, Ksq., of a daughter. 

, TuRNER—On April 20, at 21, Woburn-square, W.C., the wife 

| of H. Morten Turner, solicitor, of a daughter. 

{ Warp—On April 16, at Zingary-terrace, Farnham, Surrey, 
the wife of Owen C. Ward, Esyq., solicitor, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

BEAUMONT—TATHAM—On April 17, at St. Michael’s, High- 
gate, Edward Beaumont, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, to Elizabeth 
Helen, eldest daughter of J. L. Tatham, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 
inn, andHighgate, 

FrasER—ScHOLFIELD—On April 17, at All Saints’ Church, 
Hessle, near Hull, James Fraser, solicitor, Ashferd, Kent, to 
Mary Ellen Walker, eldest daughter of the late John Schol- 
field, Esq., of Howden, Yorkshire, and Calcutta. 

KeBBEL—CLARKE—On April 17, at the parish church, Whet- 
stone, Leicestershire, Thomas Edward Kebbel, Esq., M.A., 
of the Inner Temple, to Evelyn Catherine, younger daughter 
of John Clarke, Esq., of 24, Nelson-road, Great Yarmouth. 

Rice-Rice-WicGiIn—Barkex—On April 17, at the parish 
church, Christleton, Edward Hugo Rice-Rice- Wiggin, of the 
Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to Henrietta, only daughter 
of Richard Barker, Esq., of Christleton Bank, Chester. 

| Royps—Lrmoniovs—On April 16, at All Saints’ Church, 

| Childwall, Lancashire, Edmund A. N. Royds, of Brownhill, 





Lancashire, barrister-at-law, to Augusta Eliza, eldest 
daughter of, A. H. Lemonious, of Stonehouse, Allerton, Esq. 

| Sop—EN—SEATON—On April 22, at the parish church, Thames 
Ditton, Thomas Spooner Soden, M.A., barrister-at-law, of the 
Midland Circuit, to Sarah Isabella Clavering, youngest 
daughter of Edward C. Seaton, Esq., M.D., Rochester House, 
Surbiton. 

DEATH. 
STANIsTREET—On April 17, at his residence, 7, Abercromby- 

square, Liverpool, John fF. Stanistreet, solicitor, aged 61 
years. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Togspay, April 22, 1873. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 


} Clapton Coal and Iron Company (Limited).— ‘reditors are required on 


or before April 15, to send their names and addresses, and the pare 
ticulars of their debts or claims to Jamee Yalden, 70, Cheapside. 
Tuesday, April 29 at 12, is appointeé for hearing and adjudizating 
upon the debts and claims. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, April 22, 1873. 
Bostock, Emma, Hunter st, Brunswick sq, Widow. May 19. Dimond 
v Bostock, V.C. Mulins. Dimond, Henriet.a st, Cavendish sq 
Goss, John, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. May (5. Packman v Wells, V.C. 
Bacon. Bailey and Co, Berners st, Oxford st 
Wight, Elizabeth, Blackfriars rd, Watchmaker. 
Robinson, V.C. Wickens, Frodsham, Liverpool 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipar, Apri), 18, 1873. 

Ansiow, George Henry, Stourport, Worcester, Painter. May 3t 
Watson, Stourpo't 

Byrne, Michael, Everett st, Brunswick square, Fruiterer. June 16 
Jaquet. Serjeant’s inn, Temple 

Cronin, Jane, Norton Folgate, Widow. May 20. Gold and Son, 
8e'jeant’s inn, Chancery lane 

Davy, George Barron, Stanhope st. Mornington crescent, Barrister's 
Clerk. June 2. Price. Sexjeant’s inn, F'vet st 

Forster, Thomas, Aleager, Chichester, Earthenware Manufacture:. 
May 27. Salt, Tunstall 

Francis, Felix, Colchester. Eesex, Esq: May 20. Pope, Colchester 

Hartiey, Kev James Ratcliffe, Charlotte st, bedford square. May 15. 
Dorman, Essex st, Strand 

Holmes, Henry, Hunslet, near Leeds, Gent. May 10. Rooks and 
Midgley, Leeds 

Hume, Rev George Shuldham, Melksham. Wi!ts. June 16, Gore, 
Melksham 


April 29. Beattie » 


Jennings, William, Barnsbury sqnace, Isiington, Solicitor, May 20. 
Freach, Crutched Friars 

Lanfear, Thomas, Brocksby st, Islington, Glover. May 31. Pattison 
and Co, Lombard. st 

Mackie, Kobert Jefferson, Wakefield, York, Corn Merchant. June 5. 
Wainwright and Co, Wakefield 

Milsom, John, Hinton, Wilts, Gent. May t7. Day, Devizes 

Ogden, Levi, Duvscar Fold, Turton, Lancastire, Coachman. June 30. 
Watkins.and Son, ‘olton 

Orr, Adolphus Paul William, Burlington rd, Westbourne Park, Captain 
‘May 31, Wilkins, King’s Arms yard 

Owen, Edmund Hemming, St Martin’s Hereford, Esq. May 20 


Pardon, Bewdley 
Parke, Samuel, Temple Lodge, Hammersmith, Esq. Juue 12, Beal, 
Bedford row 
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Parker, Sophia, Sevenoaks, Kent, Widow. May 12. Carnell, Seven- 
oaks 


Parratt, John, Liverpool, Merchant. May 31. Field and Co, Liverpool 

Plant, Henry William Cordwell, Burley fields, Stafford, Farmer. May 
1, Morgan. Stafford 

Smith, Charles, Birmingham,Gunmaker. May 16. Walter, Birming- 


ham 

Stuart, John, jon, Ladbroke grove, Notting hill, Baker. May 27. 
Bromley, Bedford row 

Thornton. Job, Undercliffe, Bradford, York, Joiner. July 10. Gilyard, 
Bradfo 


rd 
Welfit, Samuel James, Tathwell Hall, Lincoln, Farmer. Waite, Louth 
Wylie, Henry Johnston, Hawthorn, Victoria, Civil Engineer. May |. 
Routh and Stacey, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
TuxspaY, April 22, 1873. 
Ansell, James, Birmingham, Machine Broker. May 20. Ansell, 
Birmingham 


Armstrong, Charles, Manchester, Merchant, June 1. Binney, Man- 


chester 

Batt, Elizabeth, Carleton rd, Maida Vale, Widow. June30. Burgoynes 
and Co, Oxtird st 

Bird, Elzabeth, Cambiidge, Widow June 1. Eaden and Co, Cam- 


bridge 

Carr, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gent. June 2. Elsdon, New- 
eastie-upou-Tyne 

Drammond, Maria, Exglehurst, Hants, Widow. May 31. Nicholl and 
Newman. Heware st, Strand 

Flood, Luke Trapp, Denfield, Dorking, Surrey, Esq. May 31. 
and Ade, B oom-bury place 

Hooper, Edward Thomas, Porchester square, Hyde Park, Pay master 
July 1. Furtoot anc’ Webb, Clement’s inn 

Jarvis, Thomas, Birmingham, Gent. May 20. Ansell, Birmingham 

Keeley, George Henry, ¥:iory Park rd, Kilburn, Lincensed Victualler, 
May 12. Tanqueray and Co, New Broad st 

Kilner, E'len, Stock; ort, Cheshire, Hosier. May 24. Heath and Sons, 
Manchester 

Kirk, John, L-eds,Gent. Augl. Tarner. Leeds 

Longley, John, Leeds, Builder’ Aug il. Turner, Leeds 

Middleton, William, Lovei Heath, Gent. May 22. Hopgood, White- 
hall place 

Minshull, George Rowland, Champion place, Grove Jane, Camberwell. 
Gent. June 2, Tweedie, Lincoln's inn fields 

Moore, Ambrose, st Ann’s House, Wandsworth, Esq. May 20. 
Dav:dsons and Co, Businghall st 

Nepean, Kev Evan, Littie Cloisters, Westminster. May 26. Park and 

May 20. 


Kinsey 


” Nelson, Eseex st, Strand 

Newton, Joseph, Astov-juxta-Birmingham, Coal Dealer. 
Anseil, birmingham ‘ 

Perry, Richard, Haseibury Plucknett, Somerset, Yeoman. May 31, 
Spark-, Crewkerne 

Peters, Dani+l, Bristol Tailor, June 14. Abbot and Leonard, Bristol 

Place, William, Leeds, Linen Manufacturer. July 1. ‘Turner, Leeds 

Ramsbottom, Thomas, Cnantlers, Elton, Lancashive, Gent. June 1, 
Binney, Manchester 

Sagar, Robert, Cu lisle. Cumberland,Gent. June5, McAlpin, Carlisle 

Stapleton, William, Mauchester, Machine Smith. May 19. Garth- 
waite, Manchester 

_ Abraham, Birmingham, Merchant, May 20. Ansell, Birming- 

am 

—— Rebecca, Birminzham, Dealer in Hardware. May 20. Ansell 
rmingham 

Taylor, Tnomas, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. June 3. Wright and 
Co, Liverpool 

Welfitt, Samuel James, Tathwell Hat], Lincoln, Farmer, Waite, Louth 

—— Juseph, Cossall, Nuitingham,Gent. May 31. Browne, Notting- 


am 
— Richard, Battlefield, Salop, Gent. June 1. Wace, Shrews- 


jury 
Womack, John, Shild« n House, Corbridge, Northumberland, Veterinary 
Surgeon. June2, LKisdon, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


Bankrupts. 
Faipay, April 18, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs 07 debts to the Registrar. 
‘lo Surrender in London, 
Alpe, Henry Charles, Fenchurch buildings, Fenchurch st, Wine 
erchant. Pet April9. Murray. April 29 at 11 
Wright, William, B: okh.m st, New North rd, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
April 10, Spring-Rice. May 2 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Abson, Sarah, Leeds, Retailer of Beer, Pet April 16. Marshall. 
Leeds, May 7 at 11 

Downing, William, jun, Helston, Cornwall, Hair Dresser, Pet April 16. 
Chilcott. Tru o, April 29 at 12 

Lobley, Ralph Stowe, Pudsey, York, Tallow Chandler. Pet April 16. 
Robinson. tradford, May 2 at 9 

Stangroom, Alfred Lionel, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fish Salesman. 
Pet April 10, Walker. Great Yarmouth, May 2 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Tusspar, April 22, 1873. 


Gumuchian, Abraham, Manchester, Merchant, April 17 
Morgan, John Waiter, Tranmere, Gheshire, Secretary. April 1S 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, April 18, 1873, 
Aspinall, William, Wigan, Lancashire, Builder. May 5 at3 at offices 
he Son Standishgate, Wigan 
Baxendell, Thcmas, Dentcn, near Ashton. under-Lyne, Lancashire, 
Cotton Spinner. May 12 at 2 at offices of Blease, Lord st Liverpool. 
Peacock and Cooper, Liverpool 
Berlon, Henry, Bradford, York, Photographic Artist. April 30 at 3 at 
offfces of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 





Booker, Edmund, Letcomb Regis, Berks, Blacksmith, May | at 2 at 
offices of Jotcham, Newbury st, Wantage 

Brown, James, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. May 2 at 2 at offices of 
Hane»ck and Co, Guildhall, Bristol. Beckinzham, Bristol 

Caswell, Henry Willian, Preston, Lancashirs, Bootmiker. April 30 at 
2.20 at the White Hart Hotel, Leicester. Edelston, Preston 

Chichester, George Augustus Hamilton, Cadogan ‘errace, Chelsea, Esq. 
May 5 at 2 at offices of Harper and Co, Rood lane 

Clarke, John, Preston, Lancashire, Innkeeper. May 2 at 2 at offiess of 
Cunliffe and Watson, Winckley st, Prestoa 

Collier, Joseph, Bovtham, York, Baker. May 3 at 10 at offices of 
Crumbie, Stonegate - 

Cook, Matthew, King st, Hammersmith, Boot Manufacturer, May 5 at 
2 at offices of Pitman and Lane, Nicholas lane, Lombard st 

Cundall, Joseph, Lymm, Cheshire, Builder. May 2 at 3 at offices of 
Davies and Brook, Market place, Warrincton 

Dare, Lawrance, Bridgewater, Somerset, Innkeeper April 18 at 12 at 
offiees of eed aud Cook, Bridgewater 

Dimm:ck, William, Hitchin, Hertford, Licensed Victualler. April 
19 at 3 at the White Lion Inn, Bancroft st, Hitchin. Ohild, South 
square, Gray’s inn 

Fe: emore, Henry, Steeple Aston, Oxford, Pig Dealer. May 7 at 10,30 
at Honcroft’s Holt Inn, Steeple Aston. Kinch, Deddinuton 

Fritche Arthur Legassicke. Birmingham, Hollow Ware Manufacturer, 
April 29 at 12 at the Great Western Hotel, Birmingham. Jelf and 
Gou e, Birmingham 

Hal aday, George, Melbourne, Derby, Builder. May 6 at 12 at office of 
Hestall, Albert st, Derby 

Harris, Henry, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. April 26 at dat 
offices of Shoosmith, Newland, Northampton 

Her, Thomas, Morecambe, Lancashire, Innkeeper. May 3 at 2 at the 
Commercial Inn, Market square, Lancaster. Watson and Dickons 
Bradford 

Jackson. John William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. April 29 at 12 
at offices of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-apon-Hall 

Jod ill, Joho, Macclesfield, Cab Proprietor. May 2 -at 3 at offices of 
Higgingbotham and Barclay, Exchange st, M scle-field 

Kimber, George, Freemantle, Southampton, Builder. April 28 at2 at 
office- of Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 


; Lewis, David, Caedu, Merioneth, Mason, May 2 at 1 at the Queen's 


Hotel, Dolgarregddu, Festiniog. Breese, Por madoc 

L wis, William, Carey lane, Warehouseman. May 7 at '2 at 33, Gutter 
lane. Piunkett, Gutter lane 

L.oyd, David, and Thomas Shemwell, Manchester, Cattle Dealers. M-ay 
5 at 3 at offices of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 

May, George Henry, Shettteld, Painter. April 29 at 4 at offices of Gee, 
Fig Tree chambers, Sheffield 

Mayor, Samuel, Altrincham, Chester, Pinmber. May 7 at 3 at offices 
of Hinde and Co, Mount st, Aldert squire, Manchester 

Mellor, James, Reins, Almonbury, York, Wovilen Cioth Manufacturer. 
April 29 at 3 at the Queens Hotel Huddersfield. Hesp and Co 

Mercer, Peter, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Grocer. May 2 at 11 
at offices of Thompson, Strand, Barrow-in Furness 

Miller, William, and Thomas Clark Rice, Lower Eas on, Gloucester, 
Conf-ctioners. May 5a: 2 at the Commercial rvoms, Corn st, Bristol. 


Beckingham, Bristol 

Moss, George, Pemberton, Lancashire, Builder, May 1 at 3 at offices of 
Leigh and Ellis, Arcade, K ing st, Wigan 

Pole, Edward Albert, Folkstone rd, Kent, Captain in lzth Regiment of 
Lancers. ‘pril 24 at 2 at offices of Miller and Miller, Sherborne Jane 

Riehards, Thomas, Chagford, Devon, Farmer. May 5 at 12 at the 


Castle Hotel, Castie st, Exeter. Fioud, Exeter 
Ri t George, Litchurch, Derby, Draper. May 8 at 11 at offices 
May 1 at 12 





of ‘ eech, Fall st, Derby 

Rycroft, Benjamin, Dewsbury, York, Licensed Victualler. 
at offices of Pulian, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Salmon, George, Haif Nichol st, Bethnal Green, Cabinet Manufacturer. 
April 30 at 2 at offices of Hutson, Clifton st, Finsbury 

Sharp, Wiliam Henry, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Haberdasher. May 
1 at 12 at offices of Blake, Hall Quay chambers, Great Yarmouth. 
Palmer, Great Yarmouth : 

Sigeom, Henry Furze, Featherstone buildings, Holborn, Brewer’ 
Traveller, April 26 at 1 at offices of Mason, North buildings, Fias- 
bury 

Smith, Josepb, Birmingham, Tin plate Worker. 
of Kennedy, Ann st, Birmingham 

Sturdy, Nathan, Kedcar, York, Journeyman Shoemaker. May 2 at 11 
at ‘ffices of Bennison and Co, Station st, Middlesborough. Dobson, 
Middiesbesough 

Thornton, William, Castleford, York, Commission Agent. May ! at t 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Leeds, Boulton, Pontefract 

Van Praagh. Lewis, Newman st, Oxford st, Manufacturing Jeweller. 
~~ 8 at2 at offices of Picard, St James’s st, Piccadilly. Bernard, St 

ames’s st 

Way, Robert, Trowbridge, Wilts, Cabinet Maker. May 1 at 2 at offices 
of Parsons, Nicholas st, Bristol. Beckingh«m, Bristol 

Williams, George John. Sevenoaks, Keut, Grocer. April 28 at 12 at 
43, Eastcheap. Etherington and Mann 

Williams, Wiliiam, Meifod, Moatgomery, Licensed Victaaller. May 2 
at 12 at the Pheasant Inn, Shrewsbury rd, Welshpool. Morris 
Shrewsbury 

Youngman, Samuel, Old st, St Luke’s, Timber Merchant. May5 at 2 
at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Angel!, Guildhall yard 

’ | VIE RIGHT HONOURABLE LORD SEL- 

BORNE has kindly consented to preside at the 41st ANNI- 

VERSARY DINNER of the United Law Clerks’ Society, on Wednesday, 

the 4th June, 1873. HARRY G. ROGERS, Seeretary. 
Freemasons’ Tavern, April 19, 1873. 


USTICES’ CLERKS’ SOCIETY. — The 
. ANNUAL MEETING of the Society will be held at the Law 
Instirotion, on Fawway, the 2nd May, at three o’clock, instead of 
“a rnseibetaaeetemaies 
0 ing Committee. 
apt, 1873. STANLEY HARRIS, Secretary. 


April 25 at 3 at offices 
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HARING CROSS HOSPITAL, MEDICAL 
SCHOUL. — FORENSIC MEDICINE.— Dr. G. V. Poore will 
commence a three months course of Lectures on the above subject, on 
Monday, May 5th,at9 am, Fee £2 2s. Further information may be 
obtained by application at the Medical School, Chandos-street, W.C. 
A. J. POLLOCK, M.D., Dean. 


Roe LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY 
(Established A.D. 1805), 
15, NEW BRIDGE STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 


GOVERN MENT PENSIONS. 

Tue Rock Lire Assurance Company are prepared to purchase 
Government Pensious (cf fixed amount and permanent character) on 
favourable terms, to be ascertained at the office, upon the principle of 
paying a portion of the purchase money in cash, and the remainder by 
an equivalent fully paid-up policy, which will participate in the 
reversionary bonuses of the Company. 

NINTH DIVISION OF PROFITS. 

The next division of profits will be made in the year 1875. Assurances 
effected during the current year will participate therein, and will 
secure ore year’s additional bonus at all future divisions above 
Assurances taken out after that date. . 

ASSURANCE OF 1875 B)INUS. 

This bonus may be assured without immediate outlay, the premium 
remaining unpaid till the bonus is declared at 4 per cent. compound 
interest, when the assured may either pay the premium or surrender an 
equivalent amount of the bonus. 

PROFITS DIVIDED 1868, £532,369, 
H. W. PORTER, Actuary. 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Estalished in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachce, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong.: 

Corrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cms 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
baiance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deroerts received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal, 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon. 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sert 
for collection. 

Sates anp Purcuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken. 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, 

J. THOMSON, Chaiemar. 








OYAL POLYTECHNIC, 309, Regent street.— 

Mr. George Buckland’s New Fairy Entertainment, The Enchanted 

Glen ; or, the Coals, the Cake, and the Consequences. Writtea by Dr. 

Croft. Vocal Illustrations by Mr. George Buckland, assisted by Miss 

Josephine Pulham, Miss Tinney and Miss Lilie Bartlett.—Spring Buds ; 

a Lecture for the time of year, by Mr. J. L. King.—How to get to 

Vienna; a Descriptive Lecture, by Mr. B. Malden.—New Feats of 

Legerdemain, by the African Conjuror, Alexander Osman. Professor 

Gardner’s Lecture on Fuel; what shall we burn?—Many other enter- 
tainments, Admission Is. Open twice daily, 12 to 5, and7 to 10. 








THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 


A RBS, 26 5, STRAND.— 
D noers (from the j int) vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 23, and 2s.6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, cluse t» Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of o'd England with 
excellent Bargundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be suoplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 
page 440, 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-room3 in 
London. Dinners (from the joint) , vegetables, &c., Is. 6d. 





Periodical Sales. 


R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERIO- 
DICAL SALES (established in 1843) for the Disposal of Rever- 
sions, Absolute and Contingent, Life Interests and Annuities, Policies of 
Life Assurance, Shares in all public undertakings, Advowsons and nex 
presentations, manorial rights, and tithe rent charges, are APPOINTET 
toTAKE PLACE on the first Thursday in each month throughout; 1 
present year, as under :— 
May ist. | July 7th. Sept. 4th. Nov. 6th, 
June 5th. Aug. 3rd. Oct. 2d. Dec. 4th, 


Also that the following days are appropriated during the present/ at 
for the sale of Freehold Estates, town or country Mansions, Copyh .¢ 
and Leasehold Properties, suburban and town Residences, Frecthala 
and Leasehold Ground-rents, and every description of real propert :— 

May 16th, 22nd, and 29th. | September 18th and 25th. 

June 12th, 19th, and 26th. October 16th and 23d. 

July 10th, 17th, 24th, and 3lst. November 20th and 27th. 

August 14th and 21st. December 11th and 18th. 

Auction, !and and estate agency offices, 54, Cannon-street, E.C, 





Isle of White .—Delightful Residential Property, situate in a favourite 
locality to the west of Ryde, and within 20 minutes’ walk of the 
town and pier. r eet : 
N R. G. C. EDWARDS is favoured with instructions 
- from the Most Honourable the Marquis of Exeter to SELL 
by AUCTION at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
Eng'and, on THURSDAY, MAY 15, at TWO precisely, the very desir- 
able MARINE RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY knowa as Brookfield, 
pleasantly situate to the west of Ryde on the Binstead-road, within 
twenty minutes’ walk of the town and pier The residence stands in 
its own beautiful grounds of about 13 acres, sloping to the sea, and 
c mmands extensive sea and land views, and comprises, on the ground 
floor, entrance, hall, cheerful dining and drawing roome, boudoir 
library opening into conservatory, morning room, school room, 
man-servant’s room, and w.c.; on the first floor, ten bed rooms, 
dressing room, and two w.c.’s: on the upper floor, eight bed chambers 
approached by « second staircase; the basement floor comp-ises 
servants’ hall, kitchen, scullery, housekeeper'’s room, store room, 
pantry, larder, dairy, butler’s pantry, wine, beer, and coal cellars, knife 
house, &c, ; gardeners cottage, stabling for five horses, with man’s 
rooms over, and standing room for three carriages, two hot-houses, 
vineries, peach and orchard houses, walied kitchen garden, well stocked 
with fruit trees, cowhouses, and piggeries, &c. To a yachting man 
Brookfield offers unusual advantages, asa yachtof 100 tons can be 
moored within half a mile of the shore opposite the house windows, and 
there is a boat-house and landing-place at high water in the grounds. 
The property is held upon lease for upwards of 90) years at a mode- 
rate ground rent. Possession will be given on completion of purchase. 


Muay be viewed by orders had of the Auc:ioneer, 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained at the place of 
sale; nt Yeli*s Hotel, Ryde; Radley'’s Hotel, Southampton; the George 
Hotel, Poatsmouth ; 

prea H. WALFORD, Esq., solicitor, 27, Bolton street- 
cadily; 
and at the Aucti ner’s Offices, 18, Coleman-street, Bank, London, E.C. 





Ryde, Isie of Wight—Delightfal Cottage Ornee, with the whole of the 
elegant Furniture, For sale in one Lot. 

\ R. G. C. EDWARDS is iustructed by the Owner 
oN to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, L-ndon, 
on THURSDAY, MAY 15, at TWO precise'y, in One Lot (nnless 
previously disposed of by private contract), that attractive COTTAGE 
ORNEE known as Pelham Cottage, situte out of the Spencer-road, 
within a few minutes’ walk of the pier. Tue residence is delightfally 
secluded, surrounded by its own tastefully disposed grounds, with shrube 
beries, roseries, croquet lawn, summer-house, &c, Itis appoached by a 
carriage drive, and cum rises. on the ground floo*, entrance hall 
leading into conservatory, dining room, drawing room wand s:uty, all 
opening by French windows on to lawn ; on the same fl or are the excel- 
lent comestic offices, comprising butler’s pantry, kitchen fitted with patent 
rance, scullery, store-room &c, On the first floor are four bed-rooms, 
bath and dressing rooms ; approached by a separate staircase are the ser- 
vants’ bed chambers. Gas and water lai{ on to all p rts of the house; capi. 
tal three-stall stable, coach-house, harness room, and lofts. The whole of 
the very elegant, well-made furniture will! be offered with the house, in 
one lot, presenting to any person desiring a residence in the island an 
opportunity rarely met with of acquiring, without trouble and at a 
moderate outlay, one of the prettiest and most elegintly-furnished 
properties in the neighbourinood. The property is he!d upon lease for 
an unexpired term of 997 years, at a low ground rent.—A view of the 
house and an inventory of the furniture may be seen at the Auctioneer’s 
offices, where also cirds to view may be had. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may de obtained at the principal 
ao the island, at Portsmouth, and Southampton; at the p'ace of 
sale; 0 

Messrs, HOOKE & STREET, solicitors, 27, Lincoln's inn-fizlds; 
and at the Auctionecr’s offices, 18, Coleman-street, Ban, London, E.C, 





Stanhope-zardens, 
\ R. G. C. EDWARDS is instructed to SELL by 
AUC TION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
England, on THURSDAY, MAY 15, at TWO precisely (unless pre- 
vieusly disposed of by private contract), the very desirable MANSION, 
distinguished as No. 10, Stanhope-gardens, Cromwell-road, S uth Ken- 
sington, situate within two minutes’ walk of the Gloucester-road 
Station onthe Metropolitan District Railway, and a short distance of 
Kensiugton-gardens, the Exhibition, Alb-rt Iall, and the Gardens of 
the Royal Horticultural Society. The residence has been very elegantly 
deeorated throughout by the vendor, and is fit for the immediate occu- 
pation ofa family of distinction, Capital stabling in the rear, with 
i "3 ac dation. P ion on comp'etion of the purchase, 
The property is held upon tne lease for an unexpired term of 78 years, 
ata ground :ent of £5 per annum. Also, in a separate lot, will be 
off-red excellent Stabling in the rear of No 18, Stanhope-gardens, held 
upon lease fora simiiir term to Lot I, at a ground rent of £1 per 
annom. 
Particulars may be obtained of 
Messrs. WILSON, BRISTOWS, & CARPMAEL, solicitors, No, 1, 
Copthall buildings, Tarogmorton-stree", E.C. ; 
andatths Mart. The pro;erty may be viewed by cards, which, to- 
gether with particulars and conditions of sale, may be obtained at the 
Auctioneer’s offices, 18, Coleman-street, Bank, E.C. 


| Vat TORS and TRUSTEES, haying SILVER, 

PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, Cnina, Glass, Paintings, 
Bronzes, Booke, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, Trade Stocks, &c., &c., 
to DISPOSE OF, will find the “‘ West-end Auction Mart’? the best 
medium for realising, it being centraliy situated, aad replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales, 
Valuations made for all purposes.—W. Hiexinsotaam & Sons, Pro- 
prietors, 8 and 9, Upper St. Martin’s-lane, W.C. 


O LET.—Victoria-street.—Close to Houses of 

Parliament, a First-floor, four large rooms, and fire-proof-room. 

Every convenience. Well adapted for Solicitors, Parliamentary Agents, 
or Engineers.—Apply, Mr. J. W. Sanpeas, 17, Lincolu’s-inn-fields. 














